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Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 


Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 


PART 772—APPEALS TO THE 
COMMISSION 


PART 831—RETIREMENT 


Disability Retirement Procedures 


Part 772 is amended to provide new 
appellate procedures relative to decisions 
on applications for disability retirement 
filed either by an agency or an employee. 
Part 831 is amended to provide new pro- 
cedures for an agency’s use in filing an 
application for the disability retirement 
of an employee and for the Commission’s 
use in processing applications for dis- 
ability retirement filed either by an 
agency or an employee. The following 
amendments are effective as to applica- 
tions for disability retirement filed after 
June 30, 1968: 

1. Sections 772.301, 772.304, 772.305, 
and 772.306 are amended as set out 
below. 


§ 772.301 Coverage. 


* * * > ce 


(b) Commission-initiated actions. Ex- 
cept as otherwise provided, this subpart 
applies to appeals to the Commission 
from adverse actions effected under Part 
754 of this chapter, and from decisions of 
the Bureau of Retirement and Insurance 
on applications for disability retirement 
effected under Part 831 of this chapter. 
In appeals, under Part 754 of this chap- 
ter, the Commission’s Bureau of Person- 
nel Investigations is deemed the “agency” 
as that term is used in this subpart. 


s o * = . 


§ 772.304 Evidence. 


(a) Coverage. This section applies only 
to appeals under Subpart H of Part 315 
of this chapter, Subparts B and C of Part 
752 of this chapter, Part 754 of this chap- 
ter, and Subpart L of Part 831 of this 
chapter. 


(c) Availability of evidence and rep- 
resentations. A representative of the 
Commission shall discuss all relevant 
representations and evidence with both 
parties and make the representations 
and evidence available to them for re- 
view. However, when adverse action has 
been taken, or decision on an application 
for disability retirement has been made, 
on the basis of a reported mental condi- 
tion of the appellant or another condi- 
tion of such a nature that a prudent 
physician would hesitate to inform a per- 
son suffering from it as to its exact na- 
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ture and probable outcome, the repre- 
sentative of the Commission shall make 
the medical evidence available only to a 
duly licensed physician designated in 
writing by the appellant or the appel- 
lant’s representative. 


§ 772.305 Hearings. 


(a) Coverage. This section applies 
only to appeals under Subpart B of Part 
752 of this chapter, Part 754 of this chap- 
ter, and Subpart L of Part 831 of this 
chapter. 


* : 7 ” 7 
§ 772.306 Decision on initial appeal. 


(a) The office of the Commission hav- 
ing initial jurisdiction of the appeal, 
after making such investigation as it 
considers necessary, shall issue a written 
decision and send copies thereof to the 
appellant, his representative, and the 
agency. The decision on each appeal cov- 
ered by this part shall contain findings, 
recommendations for any corrective ac- 
tion required, and notification of the 
right of either party to appeal to the 
Board of Appeals and Review. In addi- 
tion, the decision on each appeal under 
Subpart H, Part 315, and Subparts B and 
C of Part 752, Part 754 of this chapter, 
and Subpart L of Part 831 of this chap- 
ter, shall include an analysis of the find- 
ings and a statement of the reasons for 
the conclusions reached. Except as pro- 
vided in paragraph (b) of this section, 
the agency shall report, within 7 calen- 
dar days after receipt of the decision, 
that it has carried the decision into effect 
or that it is appealing the decision to the 
Board. 

(b) When an employee makes a timely 
appeal to the Board of Appeals and 
Review under § 772.307 from a decision 
of the Appeals Examining Office affirm- 
ing an adverse decision of the agency 
under Part 754 of this chapter or when 
an employee or agency makes a timely 
appeal under § 772.307 from a decision 
of the Appeals Examining Office or 
regional office affirming or reversing an 
adverse decision of the Bureau of Retire- 
ment and Insurance under Subpart L of 
Part 831 of this chapter, that decision 
may not be given effect until the Board 
of Appeals and Review has adjudicated 
the appeal. 

2. Sections 831.106, 831.107, and 
831.108 are amended, § 831.1103 is re- 
voked, and a new Subpart L is added as 
set out below. 


§ 831.106 Disclosure of information. 

(a) a 

(4) When an individual contests the 
Commission’s approval of the applica- 
tion of a department or agency for his 
retirement on a disability that is: 

(i) Physical in nature, as distinguished 
from mental; and 





di) Of a type concerning which the 
individual could be fully informed with- 
out the probability that the knowledge 
may affect him adversely, 


he is entitled to review the case file, or 
have it reviewed by his physician or 
representative, and to a full report of 
the medical evidence in his file. 

(5) When an individual’s case in- 
volves a disability that is: 

(i) Amental condition; or 

(ii) Another condition of such a na- 
ture that a prudent physician would 
hesitate to inform'an individual suffer- 
ing from the condition of its exact 
nature and probable outcome, 


the Commission will make available only 
to a licensed physician, designated in 
writing for that purpose by the indi- 
vidual or his representative, a full report 
of the medical evidence in his file 
including a copy of the resume of the 
reported behavior irregularities or mani- 
festations of unsatisfactory service which 
is ordinarily furnished as background 
factual evidence to Government mental 
facilities, psychiatrists, or other physi- 
cians who conduct the official retirement 
medical examination. 


§ 831.107 Appeals. 


(a) Except as provided in Subpart K 
of this part, a department, agency, or 
individual whose rights or interest under 
the Civil Service Retirement Act are 
adversely affected by a final action or 
order of the Bureau of Retirement and 
Insurance may appeal to the Commis- 
sion’s Board of Appeals and Review from 
the action or order, as provided in this 
section, or as provided in § 831.1205 in 
the case of an appeal from a final action 
or order of the Bureau of Retirement and 
Insurance that involves an application 
for disability retirement filed by an 
employee or by an agency. As used in 
this section, “days” means calendar days 
aneénot workdays. 


. * * * © 
(ec) *** 
(2) [Revoked] 

- 2 - * + 


§ 831.108 Computation of time. 


In computing a period of time pre- 
scribed by this part, the day of the action 
or event after which the designated 
period of time begins to run is not in- 
cluded. The last day of the period is 
included unless it is a Saturday, a Sun- 
day, or a legal holiday; in this event, 
the period runs until the end of the next 
day which is not a Saturday, a Sunday, 
or a legal holiday. 


. . *. . 
§ 831.1103 [Revoked] 
. ° e + * 
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Subpart L—Disability Retirement on 
Application of an Agency and 
Disability Retirement Appeals 

Sec. 

831.1201 

831.1202 


831.1203 
831.1204 


Scope. 
General provisions. 
Agency action. 
Notice of receipt of application. 
831.1205 Appeal and hearing. 
831.1206 Duty status. 

AvrTHoriTy: The provisions of this Part 
831 issued under 5 U.S.C. 8347, unless other- 
wise noted. 


§ 831.1201 Scope. 


This subpart prescribes the procedures 
to be followed by: 

(a) An agency in filing an application 
for the disability retirement of an em- 
ployee, and 

(b) The Commission in approving or 
disapproving an application for the dis- 
ability retirement of an employee filed 
by an erhployee or an agency. 


§ 831.1202 General provisions. 


(a) An employee may designate a 
representative to advise and assist him 
with respect to matters arising under 
this subpart. When an employee has not 
designated a representative and the 
agency considers the interests of the 
employee so require, the agency may 
designate a representative to receive 
notices, determinations, decisions, or 
other written communications under this 
subpart. A notice, determination, deci- 
sion, or document that is required to be 
served on an employee by this subpart 
shall also be served on the representative, 
and, if service on an employee cannot be 
obtained, service on the representative 
constitutes service on the employee. Serv- 
ice may be made personally or by mail. 

(b) Reasons and findings that are re- 
quired by this subpart to be given to an 
employee shall be specific and detailed 
except when the reasons or findings re- 
late to details of a physical or mental 
condition about which a prudent physi- 
cian would hesitate to inform the em- 
ployee. In such a case only general rea- 
sons and findings are given to the 
employee and he is informed that, as 
provided in § 831.106(a) (5), a full report 
of the medical evidence in his file will 
be made to a licensed physician whom he 
or his representative designates in writ- 
ing for that purpose. 

(c) When an agency initiates action 
that may result in the agency filing an 
application for the disability retirement 
of an employee, the agency shall estab- 
lish an employee retirement file separate 
from the Official Personnel Folder. The 
agency shall file in the employee retire- 
ment file all documents pertinent to the 
application, including any notice to re- 
port for fitness-for-duty examination, 
medical reports, notice of determination 
that filing of an application for disability 
retirement appears to be justified, the 
employee’s answer together with any 
documentary evidence or affidavits he 
submits with his answer, the written 
summary of any oral answer together 
with any amendment or supplement to 
the summary, and the decision of the 
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agency as to whether or not it will file 
an application for disability retirement. 
(d) This subpart does not change 
basic requirements to comply with ap- 
plicable laws, regulations, and executive 
orders intended to protect information 
involving the national security. 


§ 831.1203 Agency action. 


(a) Fitness-for-duty examination. 
When the agency has reason to believe 
an employee may be totally disabled 
within the meaning of paragraph (c) 
(1) of this section, and satisfactory med- 
ical evidence is not otherwise available, 
the agency may direct the employee to 
report for a fitness-for-duty examina- 
tion. However, in the case of an employee 
with a suspected mental or emotional 
illness when the fitness-for-duty exam- 
ination being considered is psychiatric, 
two of three agency officials (including 
a manager or supervisor, a personnel of- 
ficial, and a medical officer if available) 
must agree in the light of all available 
facts of the case that such an examina- 
tion appears to be necessary. The em- 
ployee is entitled to an advance written 
notice of the examination. The notice 
shall set forth the reasons for the exam- 
ination and the general scope and char- 
acter of the examination. An employee 
has the right to participate in the selec- 
tion of another medical examiner if he 
objects to the first. When the refusal 
to submit to the examination appears to 
be the result of a mental, emotional, or 
nervous condition, and the employee does 
not want to participate in the selection 
of another medical examiner, the agency 
shall make a finding to this effect and 
continue to process the application for 
retirement on the basis of other avail- 
able evidence. 

(b) Notice of proposed determination 
and answer. When an agency determines 
that filing of an application for the dis- 
ability retirement of an employee ap- 
pears to be justified, it shall notify him 
in writing of: 

(1) Its determination; 

(2) The reasons for this determina- 
tion; 

(3) His right, or the right of his physi- 
cian or representative to review the case 
file; and 

(4) His right to answer orally or in 
writing or both, and to submit affidavits 
or documentary evidence or both, within 
a reasonable time to an official desig- 
nated to receive the answer. 


The reasonable time required depends on 
the facts and circumstances in each case 
but may not be less than 15 calendar 
days. The official designated to receive 
the answer shall have authority either 
to make the decision or to recommend 
the decision. An oral reply to the previ- 
ously designated agency official must be 
summarized in writing and included in 
the case file. A copy, approved or sup- 
plemented by the employee, must also 
be included in the case file. The em- 
ployee has 5 calendar days from the day 
he received the summary within which 
to amend and supplement the summary. 

(c) Disability standards. An agency 
shall file an application for the disability 


retirement of an employee only when it 
certifies that: 

(1) In its opinion the employee is 
totally disabled for useful and efficient 
service in the grade or class of position 
occupied (as shown by his performance 
or by a job-related factor) because of 
disease or injury not due to vicious hab- 
its, intemperance, or wilfull misconduct 
on his part within 5 years before be- 
coming so disabled; and 

(2) There is no suitable position va- 
cant for which the employee is qualified 
and which he is willing to accept in- 
stead of retirement. 


(d) Decision. The employee is entitled 
to a written decision from the agency at 
the earliest practicable date. The deci- 
sion shall include a statement of findings 
and conclusions. When the decision is 
to file an application for disability re- 
tirement, the agency shall file the ap- 
plication and retirement file with the 
regional office of the Commission or the 
Bureau of Retirement and Insurance, as 
appropriate. 


§ 831.1204 Notice of receipt of appli- 
cation. 


(a) The Commission office that re- 
ceives the application first reviews it for 
compliance with the procedures in 
§ 831.1203. If there has not been compli- 
ance, the Commission office remands the 
application to the agency and notifies the 
employee of the remand. If there has 
been compliance with the required pro- 
cedures, the Commission office notifies 
the agency and the employee in writing 
that it has received the application. The 
same notice informs the employee that 
he is entitled to: 

(1) Participate in the selection of a 
medical examiner when the Commission 
determines under § 831.502(a) that a 
medical examination is necessary ; 

(2) Be examined without cost to him; 
and . 

(3) Submit further relevant evidence 
as provided in the notice. 


A regional medical officer will forward 
the file to the Bureau of Retirement and 
Insurance upon completion of his action. 

(b) Decision. After considering the 
employee’s retirement file, the Bureau of 
Retirement and Insurance either ap- 
proves or disapproves the application. 
The Bureau's decision shall be in writing 
and a copy shall be given to the employee 
and the agency concerned. The decision 
shall set forth the Bureau’s findings and 
conclusions and shall inform the em- 
ployee and the agency of the right of ap- 
peal and hearing provided by § 831.1205. 


§ 831.1205 Appeal and hearing. 


(a) Right of appeal and hearing. An 
agency or an employee may appeal the 
decision of the Bureau of Retirement 
and Insurance that involves an applica- 
tion for disability retirement filed by an 
employee or by an agency to the Appeals 
Examining Office or a regional office of 
the Commission as appropriate. The ap- 
peal shall be in writing, set forth the rea- 
sons for the appeal, request a hearing 
if the appellant desires a hearing, and be 
filed with the appropriate office within 
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15 calendar days after receipt of the 
decision of the Bureau of Retirement and 
Insurance. The Appeals Examining Of- 
fice or regional office of the Commission 
may extend this time limit for good cause 
shown. 

(b) Subpart C of Part 772 of this 
chapter applies to appeals to the Com- 
mission from decisions of the Bureau of 
Retirement and Insurance involving ap- 
plications for disability retirement. 


§ 831.1206 Duty status. 


An agency shall retain an employee 
in an active duty status until it receives 
the decision of the Bureau of Retirement 
and Insurance on an agency application 
for disability retirement, except that the 
agency on the basis of medical evidence 
may place an employee on leave with his 
consent, or without his consent whe. the 
circumstances are such that his retention 
in an active duty status may result in 
damage to Government property, or may 
be detrimental to the interests of the 
Government, or injurious to the em- 
ployee, his fellow workers, or the general 
public. If the leave account of the em- 
ployee is or becomes exhausted, any sus- 
pension or involuntary leave without pay 
shall be affected in accordance with ap- 
plicable laws, Executive orders, and 
regulations. 

(5 U.S.C. 8347) 


(5 U.S.C. 1302, 3301, 3302, 5115, 7512, 7701, 
8347, E.O. 10577; 3 CFR 1954-58 Comp., E.O. 
10988; 3 CFR 1959-63 Comp.) 


UNITED STATES Crvri SERV- 
Ice COMMISSION, 
James C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6297; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Lemon Reg. 322] 


PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 


Limitation of Handling 
§ 910.622 Lemon Regulation 322. 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
910), regulating the handling of lemons 
grown in California and Arizona, effec- 
tive under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 US.C. 
601-674), and upon the basis of the 
recommendations and information sub- 
mitted by the Lemon Administrative 
Committee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and 


[SEAL] 
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order, and upon other available informa- 
tion, it is hereby found that the iimita- 
tion of handling of such lemons, as here- 
inafter provided, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub- 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FeperAL RecistTer (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuf- 
ficient, and a reasonable time is permit- 
ted, under the circumstances, for prep- 
aration for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro- 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet- 
ing during the current week, after giv- 
ing due notice thereof to consider supply 
and market conditions for lemons and 
the need for regulation; interested per- 
sons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
meeting; the recommendation and sup- 
porting information for regulation dur- 
ing the period specisied herein were 
promptly submitted to the Department 
after such meeting was held; the provi- 
sions of this section, including its ef- 
fective time, are identical with the afore- 
said recommendation of the committee, 
and information concerning such pro- 
visions and effective time has been dis- 
seminated among handlers of such 
lemons; it is necessary, in order to ef- 
fectuate the declared policy of the act, 
to make this section effective during the 
period herein specified; and compliance 
with this section will not require any 
special preparation on the part of per- 
sons subject hereto which cannot be 
completed on or before the effective date 
hereof. Such committee meeting was held 
on May 21, 1968. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti- 
ties of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period May 26, 1968, through June 1, 
1968, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 255,750 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in the said amended market- 
ing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: May 23, 1968. 
Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6294; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:47 am.] 
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 


[Airspace Docket No. 68—-CE-13] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 
Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-5831, appearing at 
page 7232 of the issue of Thursday, May 
16, 1968, the word “east” should be in- 
serted after “V-10” in the penultimate 
line of the Dodge City, Kans., transi- 
tion area description. 





[Airspace Docket No. 68-SO-36] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration and Designation of 
Control Zones 


The purpose of these amendments to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter the Fort Lauderdale, Fia., 
and designate the Hollywood, Fla., con- 
trol zones. 

The Fort Lauderdale control zone is 
described in § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058) and, 
in part, encompasses the airspace within 
a 3-mile radius of North Perry Airport, 
Hollywood, Fla. 

On June 7, 1968, the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration plans to establish 
weather observation and reporting serv- 
ice at the North Perry Airport during the 
time the FAA North Perry control tower 
is in operation. In conjunction with the 
establishment of this additional service, 
it is necessary to redesignate the Fort 
Lauderdale control zone to exclude the 
airspace surrounding the North Perry 
Airport, and to designate the Hollywood 
part-time control zone to encompass this 
airspace. The designation of the Holly- 
wood control zone will, to some degree, 
increase safety for the high volume of 
VFR aeronautical activity in this area. 
Special VFR operations are currently 
either prohibited or limited in the con- 
tiguous control zones with IFR opera- 
tions extending for a distance of more 
than 30 miles, beginning south of the 
Miami International Airport and ter- 
minating north of the Fort Lauderdale- 
Hollywood International Airport. There 
are no instrument procedures at the 
North Perry Airport. Therefore, with the 
designation of the Hollywood control 
zone, special VFR operations at the 
North Perry Airport will not necessarily 
be subjected to the limitations which 
are applicable at some adjacent airports. 
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Additionally, the volume of aero- 
nautical activity has increased substan- 
tially at the North Perry Airport during 
recent years, and there is a need to vary 
the effective hours of the control zone 
in order to provide air traffic service 
during peak periods. Therefore, a proviso 
is provided in the control zone to allow 
for changes to be made in the effective 
hours through the publication of an ap- 
propriate Notice to Airmen. 

Since these amendments are editorial, 
less restrictive, and in the interest of 
safety, notice and public procedure here- 
on are unnecessary, and good cause exist 
for making these amendments effective 
within less than 30 days from publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., June 7, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the Fort 
Lauderdale, Fla., control zone is amended 
as follows: “* * * within a 3-mile ra- 
dius of North Perry Airport (latitude 
26°00'06’’ N., longitude 80°14’24’’ W.) 
* * *” and “* * * excluding the por- 
tion which. coincides with the Miami, 
Fla., control zone * * *” is deleted. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the follow- 
ing control zone is added: 


HOLLYWOoD, FLA. 


Within a 3-mile radius of the North Perry 
Airport (latitude 26°00'06’’ N., longitude 
80°14'24’" W.); excluding the portion which 
coincides with the Fort Lauderdale and 
Miami, Fla., control zones. This control zone 
is effective during the specific dates and times 
established in advance by a Notice to Airmen. 
The effective date and time will thereafter 
be continuously published in the Airmen’s 
Information Manual. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on May 16, 
1968. 


JAMES G. ROGERS, 
Director, Southern Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6217; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-PC-1] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions (FARs) is to remove from the 
description of the Honolulu, Hawaii, 
transition area, certain references to 
warning areas which have been modified 
or eliminated. 

Since this action involves, in part, the 
designation of navigable airspace outside 
the United States, the Administrator has 
consulted with the Secretary of State and 
the Secretary of Defense in accordance 
with the provisions of Executive Order 
10854. 

The Honolulu, Hawaii, transition area 
presently excludes the airspace within 
Warning Area W-318 and that airspace 
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below 4,000 feet MSL within Warning 
Area W-322D. 

In recent non-rule-making actions, 
Warning Area W-318 has been combined 
with W-322, and the resulting total area 
has been reduced in size in the vicinity 
of Kaena Point, Oahu, Hawaii, so that 
W-318 no longer exists, and W-322D no 
longer includes the referenced airspace 
below 4,000 feet MSL. 

It is therefore appropriate to alter the 
description of the Honolulu transition 
area by deleting references to W-318 and 
the portion below 4,000 feet MSL in 
W-322. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., July 25, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137) the Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii, transition area is amended 
as follows: “Within W-318, the portion 
below 4,000 feet MSL” is deleted. 

(Secs. 307(a), 1110, Federal Aviation Act of 


1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348, 1510); Executive Order 
10854 (24 F.R. 9565) ) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 
16, 1968. 


JEROME F. BIRON, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6218; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-21] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Transition Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter the Tulsa, Okla., transi- 
tion area. 

On March 29, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 5172) stating 
the Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
posed to alter the Tulsa, Okla., transition 
area to provide instrument approach/ 
departure capability as proposed at the 
Pryor, Okla., Airport. 

Interested persons were provided an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com- 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., July 25, 
1968, as hereinafter set ferth. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2265), the Tulsa, 
Okla., transition area 700-foot portion is 
amended by substituting “within 8 miles 
north and 5 miles south of the Tulsa 
VORTAC 088° radial, extending from the 
9-mile radius area to 33 miles east of the 
VORTAC ;” for “within 8 miles north and 
5 miles south of the Tulsa VORTAC 088° 
radial, extending from the 9-mile radius 
area to 12 miles east of the VORTAC;”. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 
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Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on May 14, 
1968. 
A. L. COULTER, 
Acting Director, Southwest Region. 


{[F.R. Doc. 68-6219; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-17] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter controlled airspace in the 
Beaumont, Tex., terminal area. 

On March 30, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 5221) stating 
the Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
posed to alter the Beaumont, Tex., con- 
trol zone and transition area. 

Interested persons were provided an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of com- 
ments. All comments received were 
favorable. 

The notice of proposed rule making, 
through oversight, twice referred to the 
Beaumont VOR 255° (248° magnetic) 
radial indicating its use in the easterly 
control zone extension “to 7 miles east of 
the VOR,” and also in the westerly con- 
trol zone extension ‘“‘to 7 miles west of the 
VOR.” The extension to the east is ac- 
tually based on the Beaumont VOR 076° 
(069° magnetic) radial rather than the 
255° (248° magnetic) radial, as stated. 
The aeronautical map, provided as an 
attachment to the notice of proposed rule 
making, correctly displayed the easterly 
control zone extension and its use of the 
Beaumont VOR 076° (069° magnetic) 
radial. As no comment was received to 
indicate that this oversight caused a mis- 
understanding of the airspace dimen- 
sions being considered, an appropriate 
correction is being made in this rule by 
substituting the Beaumont VOR 076° 
radial for the Beaumont VOR 255° ra- 
dial, in the description of the Beaumont, 
Tex., control zone. 

In consideration of the foregoing Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., July 
25, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2063, 4093), the 
Beaumont, Tex., control zone is amended 
as follows: 

BEAUMONT, TEX. 


Within a 5-mile radius of Jefferson County 
Airport, Beaumont, Tex. (lat. 29°57'05’’ N., 
long. 94°01'10’’ W.), within 2 miles each side 
of the Beaumont ILS localizer northwest 
course extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to the OM, within 2 miles each side of the 
Beaumont ILS localizer southeast course ex- 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 5.5 
miles southeast, within 2 miles each side of 
the Beaumont VOR 076° radial extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 7 miles east of 
the VOR, within 2 miles each side of the 
Beaumont VOR 255° radial extending from 
the 5-mile radius zone to 7 miles west of the 
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VOR, and within 2 miles each side of the 
Beaumont VOR 307° radial extending from 
the 5-mile radius zone to 6 miles northwest 
of the VOR. 


In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2148, 4093), the 
Beaumont, Tex., transition area is 
amended to read: 


BEAUMONT, TEX. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius 
of Jefferson County Airport (lat. 29°57'05’’ 
N., long. 94°01'10’" W.), within a 5-mile 
radius of Beaumont Municipal Airport (lat. 
30°04'15’" N., long. 94°13’00’’ W.), within 2 
miles each side of the Beaumont ILS localizer 
southeast course extending from the Jeffer- 
son County Airport 5-mile radius area to 
13.5 miles southeast of the approach end of 
Runway 29, within 2 miles each side of the 
Beaumont ILS localizer northwest course 
extending from the Beaumont Municipal Air- 
port 5-mile radius area to the OM, and within 
2 miles each side of the 308° bearing from 
the Beaumont ILS LOM, extending from the 
Beaumont Municipal Airport 5-mile radius 
area to the LOM; and that airspace extend- 
ing upward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
within a 25-mile radius of lat. 29°54’40’’ N., 
long. 94°02’40"" W. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on May 14, 
1968. 
A. L. COULTER, 
Acting Director, Southwest Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6220; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 am.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-WA-10] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Federal Airways and 
Designated Low Altitude Reporting 
Points 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to change “Galena, Alaska, RR.,” 
to “Galena, Alaska, RBN.,” in the 
descriptions of Green Federal Airway 
No. 7, Red Federal airway No. 50, Blue 
Federal airway No. 12, and in the list 
of designated low altitude reporting 
points. This action is necessary as the 
Galena radio range has been converted 
to a nondirectional radio beacon. 

Since these amendments are editorial 
in nature and do not assign nor reassign 
navigable airspace, the Administrator 
has determined that notice and public 
procedure thereon is impractical. How- 
ever, since it is necessary to allow suffi- 
cient time to make the appropriate 
changes to aeronautical charts, these 


amendments will become effective more - 


than 30 days after publication. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., July 25, 
1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

1. Section 71.103 (33 F.R. 2006) is 
amended as follows: 

In G-7 “Galena, Alaska, RR; INT of 
the east course of the Galena RR” is 
deleted and “Galena, Alaska, RBN; INT 
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of Galena RBN 089° bearing” is substi- 
tuted therefor. 

2. Section 71.107 (33 F.R. 2007) is 
amended as follows: 

In R-50 “From the INT of the east 
course of the Galena, Alaska, RR” is 
deleted and “From the INT of Galena, 
Alaska, RBN 089° bearing” is substituted 
therefor. 

3. Section 71.109 (33 F.R. 2007) is 
amended as follows: 

In B-12 “Galena, Alaska, RR;” is 
deleted and “Galena, Alaska, RBN;” is 
substituted therefor. 

4. In § 71.211 (33 F.R. 2292) the fol- 
lowing changes are made: 

a. “Galena, Alaska, RR” is deleted and 
“Galena, Alaska, RBN” is substituted 
therefor. 

b. In Galton INT: “INT east course 
Galena, Alaska, RR” is deleted and “INT 
Galena, Alaska, RBN 089° bearing” is 
substituted therefor. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 16, 
1968. 
JEROME F. BIRON, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6221; Piled, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-9] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 


Redesignation of Restricted Areas 
and Alteration of Controlled Air- 


space 


On March 21, 1968, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making (NPRM) was pub- 
lished in the Feperat RecisTer (33 F.R. 
4833) stating that the Federal Aviation 
Administration is considering amend- 
ments to Parts 71 and 73 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations which would re- 
designate restricted areas R-5116B at 
White Sands Proving Grounds, N. Mex., 
and R-5114 at Fort Wingate, N. Mex., 
and add R-5116B to the description of 
the continental control area. 

Interested persons were afforded-an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

A review of VFR traffic activity in the 
vicinity of R—5116B indicates that dur- 
ing the spring and summer months, visi- 
bility is often restricted due to blowing 
dust, and aircraft using this route utilize 
the Rio Grande River, a VFR flyway, to 
avoid the higher terrain to the west and 
the restricted areas to the east. The pro- 
posed R—5116B would allow aircraft the 
use of the airspace below 6,000 feet MSL 
west of longitude 106°52’00’’ and would, 
in effect, funnel a considerable amount of 
VFR traffic through an area 2% miles 
wide and 1,200 feet AGL. The FAA be- 
lieves, and the Air Force concurs, that a 
safer operation would result if the air- 
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space below 7,000 feet MSL west of longi- 
tude 106°50’00’’ were excluded. This 
would permit some altitude separation 
for opposite directiou traffic and would 
include the Rio Grande River VFR flyway 
within the excluded area. Therefore, ac- 
tion is taken herein to exclude the 
additional airspace from R—-5116B. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Parts 
71 and 73 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations are amended, effective 0901 
G.m.t., June 20, 1968, as hereinafter set 
forth. 

1. In § 71.151 (33 F.R. 2048) the Con- 
tinental Control Area is amended by 
adding “R-5116B White Sands Proving 
Grounds, N. Mex.” 

2. Section 73.51 (33 F.R. 2328) is 
amended by adding R-5114 and R-5116B 
as follows: 


R-5114 Fort Wrncarte, N. Mex. 


Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 35°27'00’’ N., 
long. 108°35’00’" W.; to lat. 35°11'00”’ N., 
long. 108°13’00’’ W.; to lat. 35°04’40"’ N., long. 
108°24’00"’ W.; to lat. 35°24’00’’ N., long. 
108°38’00"’ W.; to point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes: Surface to unlimited. 

Time of designation: July 1, 1968, through 
December 31, 1968, as published in NOTAMs 
issued at least 12 hours in advance. All sub- 
sequent annual firing periods will be desig- 
nated by a rule published in the Frprera. 
REGISTER. 

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, Albuquerque ARTC Center. 

Using agency: Commander, Air Force Mis- 
a Development Center, Holloman AFB, 

. Mex. 


R-5116B Wurre Sanps Provinc GrouNpDs, 
N. Mex. 


Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 33°45’00’’ N., 
long. 106°46’10’’ W; to lat. 34°09’30’’ N., long. 
107°16’15’" W; to lat. 34°16’45’’ N., long. 
107°07'50’" W; to lat. 33°57'15’’ N., long. 
106°44’00’’ W; to the point of beginning. 

Designated altitudes: Surface to FL 240, 
excluding the airspace below 7,000 feet MSL 
west of long. 106°50’00’’ W. 

Time of designation: Sunrise to sunset, 
July 1, 1968, through December 31, 1968, as 
published in NOTAMs issued at least 12 hours 
in advance. All subsequent annual firing 
periods will be designated by a rule published 
in the PepERAL REGISTER. 

Controlling agency: Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, Albuquerque ARTC Center. 

Using agency: Commander, Air Force Mis- 
sile Development Center, Holloman AFB, 
N. Mex. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 US.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 16, 
1968. 
FEerRIs J. HOWLAND, 
Acting Director, Air Trdffic Service. 
[F-R. Doc, 68-6222; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 68-WE-9] 
PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE 
Alteration of Restricted Areas 


On March 30, 1968, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 5226) stating that 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
(PAA) is considering amendments to 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions (FAR) which would increase the 
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time of designation of six restricted areas 
near Fallon, Nev. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through the submission of com- 
ments. All comments received were 
_ favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
73 of the FAR’s is amended, effective 0901 
G.m.t., June 20, 1968, as hereinafter set 
forth. 

In § 73.48 (33 F.R. 2325) the time of 
designation for restricted areas R—4802, 
R-4803, R-4804, R-4810, R-4812, and 
R-4813 is amended to read as follows: 

R-4802 LONE Rock, NEv. 

Time of designation: Continuous 

R-4803 FA.ion, NEv. 

Time of designation: Continuous 

R-4804 Twin Peaks, NEV. 
Time of designation: Continuous 

R-4810 DeserT MOUNTAINS, NEV. 

Time of designation: Continuous 

R-4812 Sanpd SPRINGS, NEV. 
Time of designation: Continuous 

R-4813 Carson SINK, NEV. 
Time of designation: Continuous 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 17, 
1968. 
WILLIAM M. FLENER, 
Acting Director, Air Traffic Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6223; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade 
Commission 


PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 


Extended Credit Terms for Newly Es- 
tablished Stores in Impoverished 
Urban Areas Approved 


§ 15.253 Extended credit terms for newly 
established stores in impoverished 
urban areas approved. 


(a) The Commission advised an ap- 
parel manufacturer that under the cir- 
cumstances described his proposed plan 
would not likely contravene laws ad- 
ministered by the Commission. 

(b) The manufacturer proposes to 
give extended credit terms to one class 
of his customers, excluding other classes. 
Those to whom extended credit are to be 
given are described as follows: 

(1) The business is a newly established 
business located within an urban, ‘inner 
core, ghetto-type area, 

(2) The proprietor or principal owner 
of the business is a resident of the urban, 
inner core, ghetto-type area within 
which the business is located. 
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(3) In light of its ownership, man- 
agement, and location the business 
stands a reasonable chance of survival. 

(c) To such customers the following 
extended credit terms will be offered: 

(1) One year’s credit on orders placed 
during the first month of operation, 

(2) Six months credit on all orders 
placed thereafter. 

(d) The extended credit given is to be 
limited to the first 5 years of a new 
store’s operations. It was also proposed 
that such new firms be given on an in- 
troductory basis certain in-store and 
point-of-sale advertising materials, not 
to exceed in total value (i.e., cost to the 
requesting party), the sum of $500. 

(e) The Commission felt that there 
would be little, if any substantial com- 
petition between the favored and dis- 
favored customers. 

(f{) The Commission announced that 
it would not, currently at least, challenge 
the requesting party’s proposal, 

(g) The Commission noted further 
that if changed circumstances required 
a change in the Commission’s present 
views, the requesting party would be 
given ample oppertunity, as provided by 
the Commission’s rules of practice, to 
modify or abandon, without penalty, the 
presently approved proposal. 

(h) One year subsequent to the initia- 
tion of this program the requesting party 
was requested to submit to the Commis- 
sion a report describing the details of the 
implementation of the plan together with 
any objections it may have received. 
(38 Stat. 717, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 41-58; 
49 Stat. 1526; 15 U.S.C. 13, as amended) 


Issued: May 24, 1968. 

By direction of the Commission. 

[SEAL] JOSEPH W. SHEA, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6242; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 


Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare 


SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL 


PART 2—ADMINISTRATIVE FUNC- 
TIONS, PRACTICES, AND PROCE- 
DURES 


Subpart H—Delegations of Authority 


DELEGATIONS FROM THE SECRETARY 
AND ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


Under the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 701(a), 52 Stat. 1055; 
21 U.S.C. 371(a)) and delegated to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21 
CFR 2.120), § 2.120 is amended by re- 
vising the section heading and para- 
graphs (a) and (b). As changed, the 
section reads as follows: 
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§ 2.120 Delegations from the Secretary 
and Assistant Secretary. 


(a) The Secretary has delegated to 
the Assistant Secretary for Health and 
Scientific Affairs who has redelegated to 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
(32 F.R. 10012, 33 F.R. 4894, 6674) all the 
functions vested by Congress in the Sec- 
retary and the Department under the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 
the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act, 
the Federal Caustic Poison Act, the Fed- 
eral Hazardous Substances Act, the Fed- 
eral Import Milk Act, the Filled Milk 
Act, and the Tea Importation Act. 

(b) The Secretary has redelegated to 
the Assistant Secretary for Health and 
Scientific Affairs who has redelegated to 
the Commissioner certain civil defense 
responsibilities delegated to the Secre- 
tary by Executive Order 11001 (27 F.R. 
1534), sections 3 (b), (d), (e), 6, 7, 9, 
and 12 that relate to food, drugs, and bio- 
logicals. In the performance of his emer- 
gency functions, the Commissioner shall 
coordinate his activities with the Sur- 
geon General, Public Health Service, in 
order that preemergency plans shall be 
developed in consonance with postattack 
organizational plans and structure of the 
Department for the Emergency Health 
Service. 

(c) The Assistant General Counsel in 
charge of the Food and Drug Division has 
been authorized to accept services of 
process pursuant to sections 408(i) (1), 
409, 505(h), 507, .701(f) (1), and 706 of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act, and sections 8 and 9 of the Federal 
Hazardous Substances Act, and to report 
apparent violations to the Department 
of Justice for the institution of criminal 
proceedings, pursuant to section 305 of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act, section 62 of the Filled Milk Act, 
section 4 of the Federal Import Milk Act, 
section 9(b) of the Federal Caustic 
Poison Act, and section 4 of the Federal 
Hazardous Substances Act. 


Effective date. This order shall be ef- 
fective upon publication in the FEepERAL 
REGISTER. 

(Sec. 701(a), 52 Stat. 1055; 21 U.S.C. 371(a) ) 

Dated: May 17, 1968. 


J. K. Krrex, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6249; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 


PART 120—TOLERANCES AND EX- 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI- 
TIES 


4-(Methylsulfonyl)-2,6-Dinitro-N, 
N-Dipropylaniline 
A petition (PP 8F0646) was filed with 
the Food and Drug Administration by 
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the Shell Chemical Co., Suite 1103, 1700 
K Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20006, 
proposing the establishment of tolerances 
for negligible residues of the herbicide 
4 - (methylsulfonyl) - 2,6 - dinitro - 
N.N-dipropylaniline in or on the raw ag- 
ricultural commodities broccoli, brussels 
sprouts, cabbage, cauliflower, cucumbers, 
fruiting vegetables, peanuts, safflower 
seed, seed and pod vegetables, and 
watermelons at 0.1 part per million. 

Subsequently, the petitioner withdrew 
the request for tolerances on peanuts 
and seed and pod vegetables and added 
a request for a tolerance of 0.1 part per 
million on beans (except lima beans). 

The Secretary of Agriculture has cer- 
tified that this pesticide chemical is use- 
ful for the purposes for which the toler- 
ances are being established. 

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition, and other rele- 
vant material, the Commissioner of Food 
and Drugs concludes that the tolerances 
established by this order will protect 
the public health. Therefore, by virtue of 
the authority vested in the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare by the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(sec. 408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 
346a(d) (2)) and delegated to the Com- 
missioner (21 CFR 2.120), § 120.237 is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 120.237 4-(Methylsulfonyl) -2,6-dini- 
tro-N,N-dipropylaniline; tolerances 
for residues. 


Tolerances are established for negli- 
gible residues of the herbicide 4- (methyl- 
sulfonyl) - 2,6 - dinitro-N,N-dipropylani- 
line in or on the raw agricultural com- 
modities beans (except lima beans), 
broccoli, brussels sprouts, cabbage, cauli- 
flower, cottonseed, cucumbers, fruiting 
vegetables, safflower seed, soybeans, and 
watermelons at 0.1 part per million. 


Any person who will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days from the date of its 
publication in the Feperat REeEcIsTER file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the per- 
son filing will be adversely affected by 
the order and specify with particularity 
the provisions of the order deemed ob- 
jectionable and the grounds for the ob- 
jections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 


Effective date. This order shall become 


effective on the date of its publication 
in the FepERAL REGISTER. 
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(Sec. 408(d) (2), 
346a(d) (2) ) 


Dated: May 17, 1968. 
J. K. Kiex, 


Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6250; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 





SUBCHAPTER C—DRUGS 


PART 145—ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS; DEFI- 
NITIONS AND _ INTERPRETATIVE 
REGULATIONS 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


Under the authority vested in the Sec- 
retary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
by the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, as amended; 
21 U.S.C. 357) and delegated to the Com- 
missioner of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 
2.120), Part 145 is amended as follows 
to delete obsolete material, update cer- 
tain provisions, and effect technical 
changes for consistency with existing 
material: 

1. Section 145.2(a) is amended by de- 
leting subparagraph (24) Ristocetin and 
by adding a new subparagraph (33), as 
follows: 


§ 145.2 Definitions of antibiotic sub- 
stances. 
(a) ss. 
(24) [Deleted] 


- (33) Demethylchlortetracycline. Each 
of the antibiotic substances produced by 
removal of the 6-methyl group from 
chlortetracycline, and each of the same 
substances produced by any other means, 
is a kind of demethylchlortetracycline. 

2. Section 145.3 is amended: 

a. By deleting from paragraph (a) 
subparagraph (26) Ristocetin; and 

b. By revising paragraphs (a)(1) (i), 

di, (iv), (w, (wb, (vib, (vill, (ix), 
(x), (2), (3), and (5) and (b)(1) (i), 
di), (iv), (vi, (vill), (4), (5), (6), (7), 
(8), (9), (10), and (11) to read as 
follows: 


§ 145.3 Definitions of master and work- 
ing standards. 


(a) Master standards—(1) Penicillin 
and salts of penicillin—(i) Penicillin G. 
The term “penicillin G master standard” 
means a specific lot of crystalline peni- 
cillin G that is designated by the Com- 
missioner as the standard of comparison 
in determining the potency of the peni- 
cillin G working standard. 

(ii) Penicillin O. The term “penicillin 
O master standard” means a specific lot 
of crystalline potassium penicillin O that 
is designated by the Commissioner as the 
standard of comparison in determining 
the potency of the penicillin O working 
standard. 


e * c > * 
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(iv) L-Phenethicillin. The term 
“L-phenethicillin master standard” 
means a specific lot of crystalline 
L-phenethicillin that is designated by the 
Commissioner as the standard of com- 
parison in determining the potency of 
the L-phenethicillin working standard. 

(v) D-Phenethicillin. The term 
“D-phenethicillin master standard” 
means a_ specific lot of crystalline 
D-phenethicillin that is designated by 
the Commissioner as the standard of 
comparison in determining the potency 
of the D-phenethicillin working 
standard. 

(vi) Methicillin. The term “methicillin 
master standard” means a specific lot of 
crystalline methicillin that is designated 
by the Commissioner as the standard of 
comparison in determining the potency 
of the methicillin working standard. 

(vii) Ozacillin. The term “oxacillin 
master standard” means a specific lot 
of crystalline oxacillin that is designated 
by the Commissioner as the standard of 
comparison in determining the potency 
of the oxacillin working standard. 

(viii) Ampicillin. The term “ampicil- 
lin master standard” means a specific 
lot of crystalline ampicillin that is desig- 
nated by the Commissioner as the stand- 
ard of comparison in determining the 
potency of the ampicillin working 
standard. 

(ix) Nafcillin. The term “nafcillin 
master standard” means a specific lot 
of crystalline nafcillin that is designated 
by the Commissioner as the standard of 
comparison in determining the potency 
of the nafcillin working standard. 

(x) Clozacillin. The term “cloxacillin 
master standard” means a specific lot of 
crystalline cloxacillin that is designated 
as the standard of comparison in deter- 
mining the potency of the cloxacillin 
working standard. 

(2) Streptomycin. The term “strepto- 
mycin master standard” means a specific 
lot of streptomycin that is designated by 
the Commissioner as the standard of 
comparison in determining the potency 
of the streptomycin working standard. 

(3) Dihydrostreptomycin. The term 
“dihydrostreptomycin master standard” 
means a specific lot of crystalline dihy- 
drostreptomycin that is designated by 
the Commissioner as the standard of 
comparison in determining the potency 
of the dihydrostreptomycin working 
standard. . 


* . * . * 


(5) Demethylchlortetracycline. The 
term “demethylchlortetracycline master 
standard” means a specific lot of crystal- 
line demethylchlortetracycline hydro- 
chloride that is designated by the Com- 
missioner as the standard of comparison 
in determining the potency of the de- 
methylchlortetracycline working stand- 
ard. > > a = 7 


(26) [Deleted] 
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(b) *- ¢ 

(1) Penicillin. (i) The term “penicil- 
lin G working standard” means a spe- 
cific lot of a homogeneous preparation 
of penicillin G. 

(ii) The term “penicillin O working 
standard” means a specific lot of a homo- 
geneous preparation of penicillin O. 


* * * * 


(iv) The term “L-phenethicillin work- 
ing standard” means a specific lot of a 
homogeneous preparation of L-phene- 
thicillin. The term “D-phenethicillin 
working standard” means a specific lot 
of a homogeneous preparation of D- 
phenethicillin. 


7 * * * * 


(vi) The term “oxacillin working 
standard” means a specific lot of a homo- 
geneous preparation of oxacillin. 


a * * * = 


(viii) The term “nafcillin working 
standard” means a specific lot of a homo- 
geneous preparation of nafcillin. 


* * * * * 


(4) Streptomycin. The term “strepto- 
mycin working standard” means a spe- 
cific lot of a homogeneous preparation of 
streptomycin. 

(5) Dihydrostreptomycin. The term 
“dihydrostreptomycin working stand- 
ard” means a specific lot of a homo- 
geneous preparation of dihydrostrepto- 
mycin. 

(6) Chlortetracycline. The term 
“chlortetracycline working standard” 
means a specific lot of a homogeneous 
preparation of chlortetracycline. 

(7) Demethylchlortetracycline. The 
term “demethylchlortetracycline work- 
ing standard” means a specific lot of a 
homogeneous preparation of demethyl- 
chlortetracycline. 

(8) Tetracycline. The term “tetracy- 
cline working standard” means a specific 
lot of a homogeneous preparation of 
tetracycline. 

(9) Rolitetracycline. The term “roli- 
tetracycline working standard” means a 
specific lot of a homogeneous preparation 
of rolitetracycline. 

(10) Chloramphenicol. The term 
“chloramphenicol working standard” 
means a specific lot of a homogeneous 
preparation of chloramphenicol. 

(11) Bacitracin. The term “bacitracin 
working standard” means a _ specific 
lot of a homogeneous preparation of 
bacitracin. 


* * * * * 


3. In § 145.4, paragraphs (a) (1) and 
(4) and (b) (1), (4), (6), (9), (23), (25), 
(29), (30), (34), (36), and (37) are re- 
vised to read as follows: 


§ 145.4 Definitions of the terms “unit” 
and “microgram” as applied to anti- 
biotic substances. 


(a) “Unit’—(1) Penicillin—(i) Peni- 
cillin G. The term “unit” applied to peni- 
cillin G means the penicillin activity 
(potency) contained in 0.600 microgram 
of the penicillin G master standard. 

(ii) Penicillin O. The term “unit” ap- 
plied to penicillin O means the penicillin 
activity (potency) contained in 0.6203 
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microgram of the penicillin O master 
standard after it is dried for 3 hours at 
60° C. and a pressure of 5 millimeters or 
less. 

(iii) Phenorymethyl penicillin. The 
term “unit” applied to phenoxymethyl 
penicillin means the penicillin activity 
(potency) contained in 0.590 microgram 
of the phenoxymethyl penicillin master 
standard. 

(iv) Phenethicillin. The term “unit” 
applied to phenethicillin means the peni- 
cillin activity (potency) contained in 
0.6775 microgram of the D-phenethicil- 
lin master standard or in 0.6803 micro- 
gram of the L-phenethicillin master 
standard. 


* * » ” * 


(4) Polymyzin B. The term “unit” ap- 
plied to polymyxin B means the poly- 
myxin activity (potency) contained in 
0.1274 microgram of the polymyxin B 
master standard when dried for 3 hours 
at 60° C. and a pressure of 5 millimeters 
or less. 

(b) “Microgram”’—(1) Streptomycin. 
The term “microgram” applied to strep- 
tomycin means the streptomycin activity 
(potency) contained in 1.250 micrograms 
of the streptomycin master standard 
after it is dried for 3 hours at 60° C. and 
a pressure of 5 millimeters or less. 


* * 2 * > 


(4) Demethylchlortetracycline. The 
term “microgram” applied to demethyl- 
chlortetracycline means the demethyl- 
chlortetracycline activity (potency) con- 
tained in 1.0 microgram of the demethyl- 
chlortetracycline master standard after 
it is dried for 3 hours at 60° C. and a 
pressure of 5 millimeters or less. 


* . * * * 


(6) Rolitetracycline. The term “micro- 
gram” applied to rolitetracycline means 
the rolitetracycline activity (potency) 
contained in 1.0 microgram of the roli- 
tetracycline master standard when dried 
for 3 hours at 60° C. and a pressure of 5 
millimeters or less. 


> * . * > 
(9) Ozacillin. The term “microgram” 
applied to oxacillin means the oxacillin 
activity (potency) contained in 1.111 
micrograms of the oxacillin master 
standard. 
= * . - s 


(23) Triacetyloleandomycin. The term 
“microgram” applied to triacetylolean- 
domycin means the activity (potency), 
calculated as the molecular equivalent of 
the oleandomycin base, contained in 
1.2315 micrograms of the triacetylolean- 
domycin master standard. 


* * ie * . 


(25) Paromomycin. The term “micro- 
gram” applied to paromomycin means 
the paromomycin activity (potency) 
contained in 1.333 micrograms of the 
paromomycin master standard when 
dried for 3 hours at 60° C. and a pressure 
of 5 millimeters or less. 


. > > 7 7 
(29) Ampicillin. The term “micro- 
gram” applied to ampicillin means the 
ampicillin activity (potency) contained 
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in 1.1764 micrograms of the ampicillin 
master standard. 

(30) Nafcillin. The term “microgram” 
applied to nafcillin means the nafcillin 
activity (potency) contained in 1.0989 
micrograms of the nafcillin master 
standard. 


* * » * * 


(34) Cephalothin. The term “micro- 
gram” applied to cephalothin means the 
cephalothin activity (potency) contained 
in 1.066 micrograms of the cephalothin 
master standard when dried for 3 hours 
at 60° C. and a pressure of 5 millimeters 
or less. 


* * . + * 


(36) Clozacillin. The term “micro- 
gram” applied to cloxacillin means the 
cloxacillin activity (potency) contained 
in 1.135 micrograms of the cloxacillin 
master standard. 

(37) Methacycline. The term “micro- 
gram” applied to methacycline means the 
methacycline activity (potency) con- 
tained in 1.082 micrograms of the metha- 
cycline master standard when dried for 
3 hours at 60° C. and a pressure of 5 
millimeters or less. 


* * * ” +. 


This order makes minor amendments 
in the antibiotic drug regulations con- 
taining definitions and interpretations 
and is noncontroversial in nature; there- 
fore, notice and public procedure and de- 
layed effective date are unnecessary pre- 
requisites to this promulgation. 


Effective date. This order shall be ef- 
fective upon publication in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


(Sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 
357) 


Dated: May 17, 1968. 


J. K. Kirex, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6251; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 146a—CERTIFICATION OF PEN- 
ICILLIN AND PENICILLIN-CONTAIN- 
ING DRUGS 


Penicillin-Streptomycin (-Dihydro- 
streptomycin) Powder 


Under the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 357) and delegated 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
(21 CFR 2.120), § 146a.93(a) is revised 
to read as follows to change the require- 
ments regarding moisture content of the 
subject antibiotic drugs: 


§ 146a.93  Penicillin-streptomycin pow- 
der; penicillin-dihydrostreptomycin 
powder. 

. + * 7 . 

(a) Each gram contains not less than 
50,000 units of penicillin (except if it is 
intended solely for veterinary use each 
gram contains not less than 2,200 units 
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of penicillin) and not less than 5 milli- 
grams of streptomycin or dihydrosterpto- 
mycin. Its moisture content is not more 
than 1.0 percent, except that if it is 
intended solely for veterinary use: It is 
not more than 2.0 percent if it contains 
not more than 110 milligrams of strepto- 
mycin or dihydrostreptomycin per gram; 
or it is not more than 3.5 percent if it 
contains more than 110 milligrams of 
streptomycin or dihydrostreptomycin per 
gram; and the person who requests 
certification has sumbitted to the Com- 
missioner results of tests and assays that 
show that such amounts of moisture do 
not adversely affect the stability of such 
veterinary-use drug. 
. 7 * = 7 

Since the change provided for by this 
order cannot be applied to any specific 
product unless its manufacturer has sup- 
plied adequate data regarding that 
article, notice and public procedure and 
delayed effective date are not pre- 
requisites to this promulgation. 


Effective date. This order shall be 
effective upon publication in the PEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


(Sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 
357) 


Dated: May 17, 1968. 


J. K. Kir«, 
Associate Commissioner 
jor Compliance. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6252; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


PART 148—ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS; 
PACKAGING AND LABELING RE- 
QUIREMENTS 


Labeling Requirements 


Under the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare by the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 357) and delegated 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
(21 CFR 2.120), § 148.3(a) (3) is revised 
to read as follows to incorporate a clari- 
fication regarding expiration dates: 

§ 148.3 Labeling requirements. 

(a) *- 2s 

(3) Each package shall bear on its 
outside wrapper or container and the 
immediate container an expiration date 
prescribed for the drug by specific regula- 
tions; except that in liey of the expira- 
tion date prescribed by specific regula- 
tions, a date may be used that is 12, 18, 
24, 30, 36, 42, 48, 54, or 60 months after 
the month during which the batch was 
certified if the person who requests 
certification has submitted to the Com- 
missioner results of tests and assays 
showing that such drug as prepared by 
him is stable for such period of time. 
If the specific regulation does not stipu- 
late an expiration period, it shall be as 
prescribed by this section. If the manu- 
facturer or-repacker of the drug has been 
exempted from the certification require- 
ments, such date shall be the number of 
months after the month during which 
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the batch was last assayed and released 
by the manufacturer or repacker. If an 
expiration date is used that is longer 
than the minimum date provided for 
the drug by specific regulations, it may 
be used only if the manufacturer has 
submitted information to the Com- 
missioner adequate to prove that the drug 
is stable for such time. 


Since this order merely clarifies an 
existing regulation and is noncontro- 
versial and nonrestrictive in nature, 
notice and public procedure and delayed 
effective date are unnecessary prerequi- 
sites to this promulgation. 


Effective date. This order shall be 
effective upon publication in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


(Sec. 507, 59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 
357) 


Dated: May 17, 1968. 


J. K. Krrx, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6253; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 ‘a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE. WATERS 


Chapter Il—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 


PART 207—NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 


Maumee Bay Channel, Ohio, and 
Lutak Inlet, Alaska 


1. Pursuant to the provisions of sec- 
tion 7 of the River and Harbor Act of 
August 8, 1917 (40 Stat. 266; 33 U.S.C. 
1) § 207.550 governing the use, adminis- 
tration and navigation of Maumee Bay 
Channel, Ohio is hereby amended in its 
entirety, effective 30 days after publica- 
tion in the Feperat REecIsTER, as follows: 


§ 207.550 Maumee Bay Channel, Ohio; 
use, administration and navigation. 


(a) Definition: The term Bay Channel 
as used in the regulations of this section 
means the straight channel in Maumee 
Bay from the mouth of the various sail- 
ing courses in Lake Erie. The term River 
Channel when used in the regulations of 
this section means the improved naviga- 
tion channel in the Maumee River from 
the mouth of the river to the upstream 
limit of the authorized Toledo Harbor 
project, about 7 miles upstream from 
the river mouth. The demarcation be- 
tween Bay Channel and River Channel 
as used in the regulations of this section 
is the lakeward (East) end of the diked 
island area situated at the north side of 
the channel opposite the coal-loading 
docks. ‘ 

(b) Speed: 

(1) Bay Channel. Vessels of 500 gross 
tons or over shall not navigate the 
straight channel in Maumee Bay at a 
speed exceeding 12 statute miles per hour 
over the bottom. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 103—SATURDAY, MAY 


7723 


(2) River Channel. Vessels of 100 gross 
tons or over, with or without tows, shall 
not navigate the channel in Maumee 
River upstream of the demarcation line 
at a speed in excess of 6 statute miles per 
hour over the bottom. 

(c) Vessels of 500 gross tons or over, 
or tugs with tows, shall not navigate the 
Bay Channel or the River Channel from 
the mouth upstream to the railroad 
bridge, located about 2 miles upstream of 
the mouth of the river, two abreast, ex- 
cept in overtaking situations. 

(d) Vessels of 500 gross tons or over, 
or tugs with tows, skall not overtake or 
pass another vessel traveling in the same 
direction in the Bay Channel, or in the 
River Channel from the mouth upstream 
to the railroad bridge located about 2 
miles upstream of the mouth of the river, 
where such will result in meeting a ves- 
sel or tug with tow navigating in the 
opposite direction during the overtaking 
situation. 

(e) Vessels of 500 tons or over, or tugs 
with tow, shall not overtake or pass a 
vessel traveling in the same direction in 
the River Channel upstream of the rail- 
road bridge located about 2 miles up- 
stream of the mouth of the river. 

(f) No vessel, while moored or at 
anchor, or by excessive slow passage or 
otherwise underway, shall unreasonably 
obstruct the free passage and progress 
of other vessels. 

(g) No vessel shall moor or anchor to 
any structure of the United States with- 
out the consent of the District Engineer, 
U.S. Army Engineer District, in charge of 
the locality, or his designated rep- 
resentative. 

[Regs.,*May 2, 1968, 1507-32 (Maumee Bay 
Channel, Ohio)-ENGCW-ON] (Sec. 7, 40 
Stat. 266; 33 U.S.C. 1) 


2. Pursuant to the provisions of sec- 
tion 7 of the River and Harbor Act of 
August 8, 1917 (40 Stat. 266; 33 U.S.C. 1), 
§ 207.801 establishing and governing the 
use and navigation of a restricted area 
in Lutak Inlet, Alaska is hereby amended 
in its entirety to establish an additional 
restricted area, effective 30 days after 
publication in the FepErat REGISTER, as 
follows: 


§ 207.801 Lutak Inlet, Alaska; restricted 


areas. 


(a) The areas—(1) Army POL dock 
restricted area. (i) The waters of Lutak 
Inlet bounded as follows: Beginning at 
the water’s edge 900 feet northwest of 
the centerline of the landward end of 
the POL dock; thence 800 feet, 51° true: 
thence 1,400 feet, 113° true; thence 450 
feet, 211° true to the water’s edge at a 
point approximately 720 feet from the 
most southwest corner of the seaward 
end of the POL dock; thence along the 
water’s edge to the point of beginning. 

(i) The area will be marked at points 
approximately 200 feet apart along the 
shore by white signs containing the 
word “Warning.” The signs will not be 
lighted. 

(2) Dry Cargo dock mooring area. (i) 
The waters within 60 feet off the face of 
the dock. 
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(b) The regulations. (1) No vessels or 
other craft shall enter or remain in the 
Army POL dock restricted area when 
tankers are engaged in discharging oil 
at the dock. 

(2) The dropping and dragging of 
anchors, weights, or other ground tackle 
within the Dry Cargo dock mooring area 
is prohibited. 

(3) The regulations in this section 
shall be enforced by the District En- 
gineer, US. Army Engineer District, 
Anchorage, Alaska, and such agencies as 
he may designate. 

[Regs., May 1, 1968, 1507-32 (Lutak Inlet, 


Alaska) -ENGOW-ON] (Sec. 7, 40 Stat. 266; 
33 U.S.C. 1) 


For the Adjutant General. 


J. W. Hurp, 
Colonel, AGC, Comptroller, TAGO. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6229; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 


Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 
[Docket No. 17967] 


PART 87—AVIATION SERVICES 


Frequencies Available for Assignment 
to Aeronautical En Route Stations in 
Alaska; Correction 


In the matter of amendment of Part 
87 of the Commission’s rules to change 
frequencies available for assignment to 
‘the Aeronautical En Route Stations in 
Alaska, Docket No. 17967. 

In the report and order in the above- 
entitled matter released April 26, 1968, 
FCC 68-444, 33 F.R. 6663, paragraph (d) 
of § 87.297 of Part 87—Aviation Services 
was unintentionally omitted. Accord- 
ingly, § 87.297 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 87.297 Alaska. 


(a) The following frequencies are 
available for assignment to aeronautical 
en route stations in Alaska. The pro- 
visions of § 87.291(b) do not apply to 
stations operating on frequencies in ac- 
cordance with this paragraph. 





Frequencies 
available before 
conversion date 

(ke/s) 


Frequencies 
available after Conversion 
conversion date date 
(ke/s) 





: f 3411 
ORS So { aoe }: Sept. 19, 1968 


BPO Bioko nevenccrenn 4668 2 Sept. 17,1970 


1 Daytime only. 

20001 Greenwich mean time. 

(b) The following frequencies are 
available for assignment to areonautical 
en route stations in Alaska, only when 
serving scheduled air carriers as defined 
by the Civil Aeronautics Board. In filing 
an application for the use of these 
frequencies, the applicant must show 
that in addition to complying with the 
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provisions of § 87.291 the station will pro- 
vide communications only along the 
routes served by the scheduled operations 
of such carriers. 


(1) Alaska Aleutian chain and feeders. 








Frequencies 
available before 
conversion date 


Frequencies 
available after Conversion 
conversion date date 





— \: Sept. 17, 1970 
3446 1 Sept. 19, 1968 
11295 

11319 }1 Sept. 18, 1969 
10057 





10001 Greenwich mean time. 


(2) Central Alaska chain and feeders 
(west of 141° west longitude). 


Frequencies 
available before 
conversion date 


Frequencies 
available after Conversion 
conversion date date 
(Ke/s) 


2924 
1 Sept. 17, 1970 
6617 


3481 Sept. 19, 1968 





10001 Greenwich mean time. 


(3) Southeastern Alaska chain and 
feeders (east of 141° west longitude) . The 
following frequencies are available for 
assignment (power on the frequency 
2910 kc/s in Alaska is limited to 325 
watts; however, powers in excess of 325 
watts may be authorized provided that 
an adequate showing is made that such 
additional power is required and that 
harmful interference will not be caused 
to any service or any station which in 
the discretion of the Commission may be 
entitled to protection) : 


Frequencies 
available before 
conversion date 


Frequencies 
available after Conversion 
conversion date date 
(ke/s) 





12875 2Sept. 19, 1968 
6568 ?Sept. 17, 1970 
10041 ?Sept. 18, 1969 





1 Daytime only. 
20001 Greenwich mean time. 

(c) The following frequencies are 
shared with the Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration and are available for licensing 
by the Commission subject to the provi- 
sions of paragraph (b) of this section at 
locations where an applicant justifies the 
need for service and the Government is 
not prepared to render this service: 


Frequencies 
available before 
conversion date 


Frequencies 
available after Conversion 
conversion date date 
(ke/s) 


2361 ee 
aan }! Sept. 17, 1970 


10001 Greenwich mean time. 


(d) The following frequencies are 
available for assignment to aeronautical 
enroute stations in Alaska subject to the 
provisions of paragraph (b) of this 
section. 


Mc/s 
129.1 


Mc/s 


129.7 
129.3 129.9 130.5 
129.5 130.1 130.7 


Released: May 21, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6256; Filed, May 24, 
8:47 a.m.] 


Mc/s 
130.3 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket No. 13847, etc.] 
PART 95—CITIZENS RADIO SERVICE 
Frequencies Available; Correction 


In the matter of amendment of Parts 
89, 91, 93, and 95 (formerly 10, 11, 16, and 
19) of the Commission’s rules to reduce 
the separation between the assignable 
frequencies in the 450-470 Mc/s band; 
amendment of Parts 2, 87 (formerly 9), 
89, 91, 93, 95, and 21 of the Commission’s 
rules to reallocate frequencies in the 
460-470 Mc/s band and to make addi- 
tional frequencies available for assign- 
ment in the 450-470 Mc/s band; amend- 
ment of Parts 89, 91, and 93 of the Com- 
mission’s rules to prohibit the use of fre- 
quencies in the 450-470 Mc/s band by 
fixed stations other than control stations 
used for the secondary control of mobile 


_ Telay stations; amendment of Parts 2 and 


11 of the Commission’s rules to establish 
an Industrial Protection Radio Service 
by allocating to it certain frequencies in 
the 450-470 Mc/s band, and to provide 
for specific rules to govern operations in 
that Service; amendment of Part 2 of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations; re- 
allocation of certain fixed, land mobile, 
and maritime mobile bands between 25 
and 470 Mc/s; amendment of Part 11, 
rules governing the Industrial Radio 
Services, to delete, modify and create 
Services, and to effect changes in the 
availability of frequencies; complete re- 
vision of Part 19, rules governing the 
Citizens Radio Service, and reallocation 
of frequencies in the range 26.96—27.23 
Mc/s from the Amateur Radio Service 
(Part 12) to the Citizens Radio Service; 
Docket No. 13847; RM-309; Docket No. 
11959; Docket No. 11991; Docket No. 
11994. 

Appendix B of the second report and 
order, FCC 68-128, released February 9, 
1968, and published in the Feperat Rec- 
ISTER On February 17, 1968, 33 F.R. 3114 
is corrected as follows: 

In §95.41(a) the text preceding the 
table in subparagraph (1) and subdivi- 


sion (iii) of subparagraph (2) should 
read: 


§ 95.41 Frequencies available. 

(a) * ¢+ ft 

(1) The following frequencies or fre- 
quency pairs are available primarily for 
assignment to base and mobile stations. 
They may also be assigned to fixed sta- 
tions located 100 or more miles (75 miles 
if the transmitter power output does not 
exceed 15 watts) from the center of any 
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urbanized area of 200,000 or more popu- 
lation; or to fixei stations which are 
used to control base stations and are lo- 
cated less than 100 miles from an urban- 
ized area of 200,000 more population 
provided the fixed station operates on the 
frequency assigned to the mobile units 
of the system and the radiated signal, 
measured at the antenna terminals of the 
pase station receiver, is not more than 
6db stronger than that of mobile unit of 
the system operating from the location of 
the fixed station. To make this meas- 
urement the mobile station may be moved 
no more than one-quarter mile away 
from the location of the fixed (control) 


station if necessary to provide a satisfac- 
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tory signal at the base station receiver. 
An engineering statement attesting to 
compliance with this signal level limita- 
tion shall accompany each such fixed 
station application. All fixed stations 
must employ directional antennas having 
a front to back ratio of at least 15 db. 
The centers of urbanized areas of 
200,000 or more population are listed on 
page 226 of the Appendix to the U.S. 
Department of Commerce publication 
“Air Line Distance Between Cities in 
the United States.” 


s * . = ” 
li 
(iii) Fixed stations, other than those 
used to control base stations, located less 
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than 100 miles (75 miles if the transmit- 
ter power output does not exceed 15 
watts) from the center of any urbanized 
area of 200,000 or more population must 
discontinue operation by November 1, 
1971. However, any operation after Janu- 
ary 1, 1970, must be on frequencies listed 
in subparagraph (1) of this paragraph. 
. ” > ” 


Released: May 22, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
Ben F. WApPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6257; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCA- 
TION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 1] 
MARGARINE 


Enforcement Regulations for Fair 
Packaging and Labeling Act; Pro- 
posed Exemption 


Notice is given that The National As- 
sociation of Margarine Manufacturers, 
545 Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 
20004, has filed a petition requesting that 
the regulations for the enforcement of 
the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act (21 
CFR Part 1) be amended to exempt 
margarine from certain requirements of 
§ 1.8b as proposed below. 

Grounds given in the petition in sup- 
port of the requested exemption are that 
margarine by virtue of compliance with 
Federal and State statutes has already 
attained the goals expressed in section 2 
of said act and that consumers are ac- 
customed to buying 1-pound packages of 
margarine; therefore, full compliance 
with required declarations is unnecessary 
for adequate protection of consumers. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the provisions 
of the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act 
(secs. 5(b), 6(a), 80 Stat. 1298, 1299; 15 
U.S.C. 1453, 1455) and the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 701, 52 
Stat. 1055, as amended; 21 U.S.C. 371), 
and under the authority delegated to the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs (21 
CFR 2.120), it is proposed that § 1.1c(a) 
be amended by adding thereto a new 
subparagraph, as follows: 


§ 1.le Exemptions from required label 
statements. 


* os * * a 


(a) Foods. * * * 

(__) Margarine as defined in §§ 45.1 
and 45.2 of this chapter and imitations 
thereof in 1-pound packages are exempt 
from the requirement of §1.8b(f) that 
the declaration of net quantity of con- 
tents appear within the bottom 30 per- 
cent of the principal display panel and 
from the requirement of § 1.8b(j) (1) that 
such declaration be expressed both in 
ounces and in pounds to permit declara- 
tion of “1 pound” or “one pound,” pro- 
vided an accurate statement of net 
weight appears conspicuously on the 
principal display panel of the package. 


All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views in writing, preferably 
in quintuplicate, regarding this proposal 
within 60 days following the date of pub- 
lication of this notice in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER. Such views and comments 
should be addressed to the Hearing 


Clerk, Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare, Room 5440, 330 Independ- 
ence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 
20201, and may be accompanied by a 
memorandum or brief in support thereof. 


Dated: May 20, 1968. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6254; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


[14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-CE-3] 


CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 


Proposed Alteration; Supplemental 
Notice 


In a notice of proposed rule making 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
February 29, 1968 (33 F.R. 3571, F.R. 
Doc. 68-2483), the Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration proposed to alter the con- 
trol zone and transition area at Cham- 
paign, Il. 

Subsequent to publication of the no- 
tice, it has been determined that the 
instrument approach procedures for the 
University of MIlinois-Willard Airport, 
Champaign, Ill., have been changed to 
use 10 nautical mile DME arcs instead 
of 7 nautical mile DME arcs. As a re- 
sult the revision to the Champaign, Il., 
control zone as proposed in F.R. Doc. 
68-2483, must be further modified to 
provide controlled airspace protection 
for the portions of these procedures 
which authorize descent below 1,000 feet 
above the surface for a distance of 10 
nautical miles from the Champaign, IIl., 
VORTAC. 

While this revision will not affect the 
redesignation of the Champaign, II., 
transition area as proposed in F.R. Doc. 
68-2483, the transition area redesigna- 
tion will again be set forth in this sup- 
plemental notice to avoid any mis- 
understanding. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Central Region, Attention: 
Chief Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Federal Building, 
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 


64106. All communications received 
within 45 days after publication of this 
notice .in the FEDERAL REGISTER will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar- 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur- 
ing such conferences must also be sub- 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this supplemental notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. : 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build- 
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64106. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations by redesignating 
the Champaign, Il., control zone and 
transition area as hereinafter set forth: 


(1) In $71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the 
following control zone is amended to 


read: 
CHAMPAIGN, ILL. 


Within a 5-mile radius of the University of 
Tllinois-Willard Airport (latitude 40°02’25’’ 
N., longitude 88°16’35’’ W.); within 2 miles 
each side of the Champaign VORTAC 030°, 
123°, 237°, and 328° radials, extending from 
the 5-mile radius zone to 12 miles northeast, 
southeast, southwest, and northwest of the 
VORTAC; and within 2 miles each side of 
the University of Illinois-Willard Airport ILS 
localizer southeast course, extending from 
the 5-mile radius zone to the OM. 


(2) In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the 
following transition area is amended to 
read: 

CHAMPAIGN, ILL. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius 
of the University of Ilinois-Willard Airport 
(latitude 40°02'25’’ N., longitude 88°16'35’’ 
W.); and within 8 miles southeast and 5 
miles northwest of the Champaign VORTAC 
030° radial extending from the VORTAC to 
12 miles northeast of the VORTAC excluding 
the portion which overlies the Rantoul, Il., 
transition area extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface. 


These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on May 10, 
1968. 


DANIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6224; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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[14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-CE-22] 


TRANSITION AREA 


Proposed Alteration; Supplemental 
Notice 


In a notice of proposed rule making 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
April 11, 1968 (33 F.R. 5631, F.R. Doc. 
68-4287) , the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration proposed to alter the Billings, 
Mont., transition area. 

Subsequent to publication of the no- 
tice, it has been determined that ad- 
ditional controlled airspace is required 
to provide a holding pattern for the 
protection of aircraft arriving at Logan 
Field, Billings, Mont. In order to afford 
this protection, the revision to the Bil- 
lings transition area as proposed in F.R. 
Doc. 68-4287 must be further modified by 
the addition of a 7,000-foot MSL floor 
transition area. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Central Region, Attention: 
Chief Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Federal Building, 
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 
64106. All communications received 
within 45 days after publication of this 
notice in the FepErRAL REGISTER will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar- 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented dur- 
ing such conferences must also be sub- 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this supplemental notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build- 
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64106. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations by redesignating 
the Billings, Mont., transition area as 
hereinafter set forth: 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the follow- 
ing transition area is amended to read: 


BILLINGs, Mont. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mile 
radius of Logan Field (latitude 45°48'25’’ 
N., longitude 108°31'55’’ W.); within a 12- 
mile radius of Billings VORTAC, extending 
from a line 5 miles southeast of and parallel 
to the Billings VORTAC 212° radial clock- 
wise to the Billings VORTAC 347° radial; 
and within 2 miles each side of the Billings 
ILS localizer east course, extending from the 
8-mile radius area to 8 miles east of the 
Billings RBN; that airspace extending up- 
ward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
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within a 25-mile radius of Billings VORTAC, 
extending from the south edge of V-2 west 
of Billings clockwise to the southwest edge 
of V-19 southeast of Billings; within 10 miles 
southwest and 7 miles northeast of the 
Billings VORTAC 301° radial, extending 
from the 25-mile radius area to 49 miles 
northwest of the VORTAC; within 10 miles 
southwest and 7 miles northeast of the Bill- 
ings VORTAC 317° radial, extending from 
the 25-mile radius area to 45 miles north- 
west of the VORTAC; within 10 miles west 
and 7 miles east of the Billings VORTAC 347° 
radial, extending from the 25-mile radius 
area to 42 miles north of the VORTAC; 
within 10 miles north and 8 miles south of 
the Billings VORTAC 096° radial, extending 
from the 25-mile radius area to 38 miles 
east of the VORTAC; and the area southeast 
of Billings bounded on the northeast by 
V-86, on the south by latitude 45°20’00’’ 
N., and on the west by V-—187; that airspace 
extending upward from 7,700 feet MSL within 
8 miles each side of the Billings VORTAC 
096° radial, extending from 38 to 99 miles 
east of the VORTAC; and the area north- 
west of Billings bounded on the northeast by 
V-187, on the southwest by V2-N, and on the 
northwest by the Lewistown, Mont., VORTAC 
195° radial; and that airspace extending up- 
ward from 7,000 feet MSL within 7 miles 
north and 10 miles south of the Billings 
VORTAC 266° radial, extending from 6 to 
43 miles west of the VORTAC. 


This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on May 10, 
1968. 
DANIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6225; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 71] 
[ Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-35] 


TRANSITION AREAS 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to alter 
the Big Spring, Tex., and San Angelo, 
Tex., transition areas. This alteration 
will provide airspace protection for air- 
craft executing amended instrument 
approach procedures. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Southwest Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, Post 
Office Box 1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. 
All communications received within 30 
days after publication of this notice in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is con- 
templated at this time, but arrangements 
for informal conferences with Federal 
Aviation Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Chief, Air 
Traffic Division. Any data, views, or 
arguments presented during such con- 
ferences must also be submitted in 
writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record for 
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consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

The official docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons at 
the Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation Ad- 
ministration, Fort Worth, Tex. An in- 
formal docket will also be available for 
examination at the Offse of the Chief, 
Air Traffic Division. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend Part 71 of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Regulations as hereinafter 
set forth: 

(1) In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2150), the 
Big Spring, Tex., transition area 7,500- 
foot portion is amended by deleting 
“s * * 101°00'00’’ W. * * *” and sub- 
stituting therefor “* * * 101°05’'00’’ 
we ee 

(2) In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2250), the San 
Angelo, Tex., transition area is amended 
in part by deleting “* * * within 2 
miles each side of the San Angelo ILS 
localizer southwest course extending 
from the 8-mile radius area to 8 miles 
southwest of the OM * * * lat. 31°02’40’’ 
N., long. 100°45’55’’ W. * * *” and sub- 
stituting therefor “* * * within 5 miles 
northwest and 8 miles southeast of the 
San Angelo ILS localizer southwest 
course extending from the OM to 12 
miles southwest * * * lat. 30°57'00’’ N., 
long. 100°37’30’’ W., to lat. 30°57'00”’ N., 
long. 101°05’00’’ W., to lat. 31°28’40’’ N., 
long. 101°05’00"" W. * * *.” 

This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on May 16, 
1968. 
A. L. CouLTER, 
Acting Director, Southwest Region 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6226; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 711] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68—-EA-39] 


FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND DESIG- 
NATED REPORTING POINTS 


Proposed Alterations and Revocation 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amendments to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would change the name of the Thorn- 
hurst, Pa., VORTAC to the Wilkes- 
Barre, Pa., VORTAC wherever it appears 
in the descriptions of VOR Federal air- 
ways Nos. 106, 147, 149, 188, and 226. 
The Wilkes-Barre, Pa., VORTAC would 
be substituted for the Thornhurst, Pa., 
VORTAC as a designated low altitude 
reporting point. The Thornhurst, Pa., 
VORTAC designated high altitude re- 
porting point would be revoked. 

The Thornhurst VORTAC is located 4 
nautical miles from the Wilkes-Barre- 
Scranton Airport and is named for a 
small community not identified aeronau- 
tically nor depicted on aeronautical 
charts. Changing the name of the air 
navigational facility to Wilkes-Barre 
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would enable pilots to readily identify 
the VORTAC both geographically and on 
aeronautical charts. The Thornhurst 
VORTAC is no longer required as a high 
altitude reporting point and may be 
revoked. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Eastern Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avi- 
ation Administration, Federal Building, 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, N.Y. 11430. All communications 
received within 30 days after publication 
of this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. The pro- 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re- 
ceived. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina- 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

These amendments are proposed un- 
der the authority of section 307(a) of 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 16, 
1968. 
JEROME F. BIRON, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6227; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 73] 
[Airspace Docket No. 67-EA-111] 


RESTRICTED AREA 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 73 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the Warren Grove, N.J., Re- 
stricted Area R-—5002. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Eastern Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Federal Building, 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, N.Y. 11430. All communications 
received within 45 days after publication 
of this notice in the FrepEraL REGISTER 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. The pro- 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re- 
ceived. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
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of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina- 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The U.S. Air Force has indicated a need 
to expand the Warren Grove gunnery 
range, R-5002, because of urgent military 
training requirements, specifically for 
tactical fighter pilots to be proficient in 
attacking targets from any direction us- 
ing variable dive angles and altitudes. 
The present size of R—5002 limits this 
capability. 

The increased size of R-5002 would 
have some effect upon the present transi- 
tion route aligned along the Coyle VOR 
213° radial which is used for transition- 
ing arrivals and departures between 
northern terminals and Atlantic City 
and also for tower en route traffic be- 
tween Atlantic City and McGuire/New- 
ark. A slight modification of procedures 
by replacing the 213° transition route~ 
with a 222° transition route, along with 
a minor adjustment of the associated 
Nesco holding pattern would allow en- 
largement of R—5002. 

If the proposal as described herein is 
adopted, R-5002 boundaries would be re- 
designated as follows: 

R-5002 WARREN Grove, N.J. 

Boundaries: Beginning at lat. 39°45’50’’ N., 
long. 74°20’00’’ W.; to lat. 39°43’25’’ N., long. 
74°17'37"’ W.; to lat. 39°38’25”" N., long. 74°- 
24’20’’ W.; to lat. 39°38’25’’ N., long. 74°29’- 
00’’ W.; to lat. 39°39’35’" N., long. 74°29’00’’ 
W.; to lat. 39°44’50’’ N., long. 74°24'40"" W.; 
to lat. 39°45’20”" N., long. 74°23’45’’ W.; to 
point of beginning. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on May 16, 
1968. 

JEROME F’.. BIRON, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6228; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


[46 CFR Part 536] 
[Docket No. 68-25] 


TARIFF FILING REQUIREMENTS FOR 
PROJECT RATES 


Notice of Proposed Rule Making 


Take notice that in accordance with 
the provisions of section 4 of the Admin- 
istrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) 
and sections 18(b) and 43 of the Ship- 
ping Act, 1916 (46 US.C. 817(b) and 
841(a)), the Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion is considering amending General 
Order 13 (46 CFR Part 536), for the pur- 
pose of establishing a definition of proj- 
ect rates and rules which would require 
common carriers engaged in the foreign 
commerce of the United States and con- 
ferences of such carriers to publish in 
their tariffs on file and in effect with the 


Federal Maritime Commission the cri- 
teria governing the availability of project 
rates. 

Sections 536.1, 536.4, and 536.5, of Title 
46 CFR, would be amended by the addi- 
tion of new items, §§ 536.1(0), 536.4(b) 
(9) (x) and (10), and 536.5(t), repec- 
tively as follows: 


§ 536.1 Definitions. 


(o) Project rate. The term “project 
rate” means a rate on the materials and 
equipment to be employed by the shipper 
or consignee in the construction or devel- 
opment of a certain named facility used 
in manufacturing processes, the exploi- 
tation of natural resources (including 
agriculture), or other productive enter- 
prise or service facility. The materials 
and equipment to which project rates 
apply may not be shipped for the purpose 
of resale. 


§ 536.4 Contents of tariffs. 


7 > on . 

(b) s**t 

(9) ss 2+ 

(x) Every carrier or conference offer- 
ing project rates shall publish in the rules 
section of the tariff a statement clearly 
setting forth all standards or criteria 
which govern the availability of such 
rates. 

(10) A specimen of every project rate 
contract shall be included in the tariff. 


§ 536.5 Statement of rates. 
* a 7 7 > 


(t) Project rates shall be published 
and filed in a separate section of the 
tariff and every such filing shall include 
a statement showing the terms and con- 
ditions related to the application of the 
rate. Any restrictions with respect to the 
application of such rates or the exception 
of any commodity therefrom shall be 
published in all project rate filings. 


Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking proceeding by filing with 
the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, on or 
before June 17, 1968, an original and 15 
copies of their views or arguments per- 
taining to the proposed rule. All sugges- 
tions for changes should be accompanied 
by drafts of the language thought neces- 
sary to accomplish the desired change 
and by statements and arguments in sup- 
port thereof. 

The Federal Maritime Commission, 
Bureau of Compliance, Office of Hearing 
Counsel, shall participate in the proceed- 
ing and shall file reply to comments on 
or before July 8, 1968, by serving an orig- 
inal and 15 copies on the Federal Mari- 
time Commission and one copy to each 
party who filed comments. Answers to 
Hearing Counsel’s replies shall be sub- 
mitted to the Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion on or before July 19, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 


[SEAL] THOMAS List, 
Secretary. 
[PR. Doc. 68-6241; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
[C-2903] 


COLORADO 


Notice of Proposed Classification of 
Public Lands 


May 20, 1968. 


1. Pursuant to the Act of September 19, 
1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411-18), and to the reg- 
ulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 and 2411, 
it is proposed to classify public lands 
described below for disposal through 
public sale under section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes (43 U.S.C. 1171); the 
Public Land Sale Act of September 19, 
1964 (43 U.S.C. 1421-27) ; and the Recre- 
ation and Public Purposes Act of June 14, 
1926, as amended (43 U.S.C. 869; 869-1 
to 869-4). As used herein “public lands” 
means any lands withdrawn or reserved 
by Executive Order No. 6910 of Novem- 
ber 26, 1934, as amended, or within a 
grazing district established pursuant to 
the Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269) 
as amended, which are not otherwise 
withdrawn or reserved for Federal use 
or purpose. 

2. Publication of this notice has the 
effect of segregating all the lands 
described below from all forms of appro- 
priation except from sale under section 
2455 of the Revised Statutes (43 U.S.C. 
1171); the Public Land Sale Act of 
September 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1421-27) ; 
and operation of the Recreation and 
Public Purposes Act of June 14, 1926, 
as amended (43 U.S.C. 869; 869-1 to 
869-4). 

3. This proposal has been discussed 
with the local governmental officials; 
State Game, Fish and Parks; National 
Forest Service; Izaak Walton League; 
State Land Board; the District Advisory 
Board; and other interested parties. In- 
formation obtained from field data, dis- 
cussions with the public and other 
sources indicate that these lands meet 
the criterion of 43 CFR 2410.1-3(a), 
which authorizes classification of lands 
for disposal under appropriate authority 
where such lands are found to be chiefly 
valuable for disposal, for grazing use and 
other values and which lands are not 
needed for the support of a Federal 
program. 

4. The public lands proposed for clas- 
sification are located within the follow- 
ing described area and are shown on 
maps on file in the Glenwood Springs 
District Office, Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Glenwood Springs, Colo., and at 
the Land Office, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, Room 15019, Federal Building, 
1961 Stout Street, Denver, Colo. 80202. 
For a period of 60 days from date of 
this publication, interested parties may 
submit comments to the State Director, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, 


Notices 


Bureau of Land Management, Federal 
Building, 1961 Stout Street, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 


SrxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, COLORADO 
WELD COUNTY 


T.7N., R. 57 W., 
Sec. 26, NW NW. 


Sec. 14, lots 1, 2, and 3. 
T.9N.,R. 62 W., 

Sec. 27, SE4SW% 
T.11N.,R. 62 W., 


Sec. 12, “s ,SWY%4SE. 


Sec. 18, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4. 
T.7N., R. 64 W., 

Sec. 2, lots 1,2,544NE\%, SE. 
T.11N.,R. 64 W., 

Sec. 4, lots 3,4,S'‘Z4NW\%. 
T.12N., R. 64 W., 

Sec. 14, lots 1, 2, 3, 4; 

Sec. 20, NEYNE%, NY2ANW. 
T.12N., R. 66 W., 

Sec. 14, lots 1, 2,3, 4. 
T.11N., R. 67 W., 

Sec. 6, lot 2. 


The total area involved aggregates ap- 
proximately 1,079.34 acres of public land. 


E. I. ROWLAND, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6234; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Serial No. N-1279] 
NEVADA 


Notice of Classification of Public Lands 
for Multiple-Use Management 


May 20, 1968. 

1. Pursuant to the Act of Septem- 
ber 19, 1964 (43 U.S.C. 1411-18) and to 
the regulations in 43 CFR Parts 2410 
and 2411, the public lands described in 
paragraph 3 below are hereby classified 
for multiple-use management. 

2. Publication of this notice has the 
effect of segregating the described lands 
from appropriation only under the 
agricultural land laws (43 U.S.C. Parts 
7 and 9; 25 U.S.C. sec. 334) and from 
sales under section 2455 of the Revised 
Statutes (43 U.S.C. 1171). The lands 
shall remain open to all other applicable 
forms of appropriation, including the 
mining and mineral leasing laws, ex- 
cept as described in paragraph 4 below. 
As used herein, “public lands” means 
any lands withdrawn or reserved by 
Executive Order No. 6910 of November 
26, 1934, as amended, or within a graz- 
ing district established pursuant to the 
Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as 
amended, which are not otherwise with- 
drawn or reserved for a Federal use or 
purpose. 

3. The classified public lands are 
shown on Map No. N-1279 on file in the 


following Bureau of Land Management 
Offices: Winnemucca District Office, East 
Highway 40, Winnemucca, Nev.; and the 
Nevada Land Office, Federal Building, 
Reno, Nev. 


Comments received as a result of pub- 
lication of noticé of proposed classifica- 
tion, F.R. Doc. 67-—13457, November 16, 
1967, and a public hearing held on 
November 29, 1967, have affirmed the 
original proposal as contained in this 
notice. 


The public lands lie in northwest Hum- 
boldt County, Nev., and are within the 
area generally described as follows: 


The Soldier Meadow-Mahogany Creek area, 
located in northwestern Nevada in the north- 
west portion of Humboldt County. The area 
is bounded on the north by the Charles 
Sheldon Game Range; on the east by the 
boundary line which varies between Rs. 25 
and 26, 26 and 27 E.; and on the south by the 
township line between Tps. 36 and 37 N.; 
and on the west by the Washoe County line. 


The area above aggregates approxi- 
mately 409,351 acres of public land. 

4. As provided in paragraph 2, the fol- 
lowing described lands will remain open 
to the Recreation and Public Purposes 
Act and the mineral leasing and material 
sale laws. These lands are segregated 
from all other forms of disposal, includ- 
ing the general mining laws: 


Mount DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T. 41N.,R. 26 E., 

Sec. 1, lots 1, 2, 3, and 6, SW%4SE%, 
SW'4S8SW\%, NE4SW%, SEYNW; 

Sec. 2, lots 1 and 4, S4%NE\%, SE\%, 
SW%4,SWY4NW; 

Sec. 3, all; 

Sec. 4, lots 1, 7, and 16, SEY4.NE\%; 

Sec. 11, ail; 

Sec. 12, lots 1 to 4 inclusive, N1%.NE\%4, 
SE4,NE\%4, SW4%4SE\%, SW%, SEYNW, 
WI,ANW\. 

. 42 N., R. 26 E., 

Sec. 14, lots 5 to 8 inclusive, SW; 

Sec. 15, lots 7 to 12 inclusive; 

Sec. 22, N14 

Sec. 23, all; 

Sec. 24, all; 

Sec. 25, all; 

Sec. 26, all; 

Sec. 27, W1ZNE\%, S%, 
NW 4; 

Sec. 28, E14; 

Sec. 33, EYE; 

Sec. 34, all; 

Sec. 35, lots 5 to 20 inclusive; 

Sec. 36, all; 


Unsurveyed: 


. 41 N., R.27E., 
Sec. 6,N1%4, SW%. 
.42 N., R. 27E., 
Sec. 19, W%: 

Sec. 29, W1,SW%:; 
Sec. 30, SE%4, W4; 
Sec. 31, all; 

Sec. 32, W1,W4. 


The area described above aggregates 
approximately 12,316 acres of public 
land. 


W% 


»NW4SE\%, NE4SW%; 


SEYNW%, Wi, 
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5. For a period of 30 days, interested 
parties may submit comments to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, LIM, 721, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20240. (43 CFR 2411.1-2(d)). 


No.an F. KEIL, 
State Director, Nevada. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6235; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


National Park Service 
OLYMPIC NATIONAL PARK, WASH. 


Notice of Intention To Issue 
Concession Permit 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 5 
of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969: 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
given that thirty (30) days after the date 
of publication of this notice, the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, through the Super- 
intendent, Olympic National Park, pro- 
poses to issue a concession permit to 
Larry E. Winters, doing business as 
Grayline of the Olympics, authorizing 
him to continue to provide concession 
services for the public at Olympic Na- 
tional Park, Wash., for the period from 
May 25, 1968, through September 9, 1968. 

The foregoing concessioner has per- 
formed his obligations under a prior 
permit to the satisfaction of the Na- 
tional Park Service and, therefore, 
pursuant to the Act cited above, is en- 
titled to be given preference in the 
issuance of a new permit. However, 
under the Act cited above, the Secretary 
is also required to consider and evaluate 
all proposals received as a result of this 
notice. Any proposal to be considered 
and evaluated must be submitted within 
thirty (30) days after the date of publi- 
cation of this notice. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, Olympic National Park, 
600 East Park Avenue, Port Angeles, 
Wash. 98362, for information as to the 
requirements of the proposed permit. 


Dated: May 17, 1968. 


Epwarp A. HUMMEL, 
Assistant Director, 
National Park Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6248; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Bureau of Standards 


NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS 
RADIO STATIONS 


Notice of Standard Frequency and 
Time Broadcasts 


In accordance with National Bureau of 
Standards policy of giving monthly no- 
tices regarding changes of phases in 
seconds pulses, notice is hereby given 
that there will be no adjustments in the 
phase of seconds pulses emitted from 
radio station WWVB, Fort Collins, Colo., 
on July 1, 1968. The carrier frequency 
of WWVB is 60 kHz and is broadcast 
without offset. These emissions are 


NOTICES 


made following the stepped atomic 
time (SAT) system as coordinated by 
the Bureau International de l’Heure 
(BIH). 

Notice is also hereby given that there 
will be no adjustments in the phases of 
time pulses emitted from radio stations 
WWYV, Fort Collins, Colo... and WWVH, 
Maui, Hawaii, on July 1, 1968. These 
pulses occur at intervals which are long- 
er than 1 second by 300 parts in 10”. This 
is due to the offset presently maintained 
in the carrier frequencies of these sta- 
tions following the universal time (UTC) 
system as coordinated by the BIH. 


A. V. ASTIN, 


Director. 
May 17, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6247; Filed, May 24, 
8:46 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-296] 
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 


Notice of Hearing on Application for 
Provisional Construction Permit 


1968; 


Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of- 


1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
regulations in Title 10, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 50, “Licensing of Pro- 
duction and Utilization Facilities’, and 
Part 2, “Rules of Practice”, notice is 
hereby given that a hearing will be held 
at 10 a.m., local time, on July 1, 1968, in 
the Limestone County Courthouse, 
Athens, Ala., to consider the application 
filed under section 104b. of the Act by 
Tennessee Valley Authority (the appli- 
cant) for a provisional construction per- 
mit for a boiling water reactor designed 
to initially operate at 3293 megawatts 
(thermal) to be located at Wheeler Lake 
in Limestone County, Ala., approxi- 
mately 10 miles southwest of Athens, Ala. 

The hearing will be conducted by the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
designated by the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission consisting of Dr. Hugh Paxton, 
Los Alamos, N. Mex.; Dr. Lawrence R. 
Quarles, Charlottesville, Va.; and J. D. 
Bond, Esq., Chairman, Washington, D.C. 
Mr. Warren E. Nyer, El Monte, Cailif., 
has been designated as a technically 
qualified alternate. 

A prehearing conference will be held 
by the Board at 10 a.m., local time, 
June 21, 1968, in Room 1030 at 1717 H 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20545, to 
consider the matters provided for con- 
sideration by § 2.752 of 10 CFR Part 2 
and section Il of Appendix “A” to 10 
CFR Part 2. 

The Director of Regulation proposes to 
make affirmative findings on Item Num- 
bers 1-3 and a negative finding on Item 
4 specified below as the basis for the 
issuance of a provisional construction 
permit to the applicant substantially in 
the form proposed in Appendix A hereto, 

1. Whether in accordance with the 
provisions of 10 CFR 50.35(a) : 

(a) The applicant has described the 
proposed design of the facility, including, 
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but not limited to, the principal archi- 
tectural and engineering criteria for the 
design, and has identified the major 
features or components incorporated 
therein for the protection of the health 
and safety of the public; 

(b) Such further technical or design 
information as may be required to com- 
plete the safety analysis and which can 
reasonably be left for later consideration, 
will be supplied in the final safety anal- 
ysis report; 

(c) Safety features or components, if 
any which require research and develop- 
ment have been described by the appli- 
cant and the applicant has identified, 
and there will be conducted, a research 
and development program reasonably 
designed to resolve any safety questions 
associated with such features or com- 
ponents; and 

(d) On the basis of the foregoing, 
there is reasonable assurance that (i) 
such safety questions will be satisfac- 
torily resolved at or before the latest date 
stated in the application for completion 
of construction of the proposed facility, 
and (ii) taking into consideration the 
site criteria contained in 10 CFR Part 
100, the proposed facility can be con- 
structed and operated at the proposed 
location without undue risk to the health 
and safety of the public; 

2. Whether the applicant is techni- 
cally qualified to design and construct 
the proposed facility ; 

3. Whether the applicant is financially 
qualified to design and construct the 
proposed facility; and 

4. Whether the issuance of a permit 
for the construction of the facility will 
be inimical to the common defense and 
security or to the health and safety of 
the public. 

In the event that this proceeding is not 
a contested proceeding, as defined by § 2.4 
of the Commission’s rules of practice, 10 
CFR Part 2, the Board will, without con- 
ducting a de novo evaluation of the ap- 
plication, consider the issues of whether 
the application and the record of the 
proceeding contain sufficient informa- 
tion, and the review by the Commission’s 
regulatory staff has been adequate, to 
support the findings proposed to be made 
and the provisional construction permit 
proposed to be issued by the Director of 
Regulation. 

In the event that this proceeding be- 
comes a contested proceeding, the Board 
will consider and initially decide, as the 
issues in this proceeding, Item Numbers 
1 through 4 above as the basis for deter- 
mining whether the provisional construc- 
tion permit should be issued to the appli- 
cant. 

As they become available, the appli- 
cation, the report of the Commission’s 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe- 
guards (ACRS) and the Safety Evalua- 
tion by the Commission’s regulatory staff 
will be placed in the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C., where they will be 
available for inspection by members of 
the public. Copies of the ACRS report 
and the regulatory staff’s Safety Evalu- 
ation may be obtained by request to the 


25, 1968 











Director of the Division of Reactor 
Licensing, U.S. Atomic Energy Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545. 

Any person who wishes to make an 
oral or written statement in this proceed- 
ing setting forth his position on the 
issues specified, but who does not wish 
to file a petition for leave to intervene, 
may request permission to make a limited 
appearance pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 2.715 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice. Limited appearances will be 
permitted at the time of the hearing in 
the discretion of the Board, within such 
limits and on such conditions as may be 
fixed by the Board. Persons desiring to 
make a limited appearance are requested 
to inform the Secretary, U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545, by June 18, 1968. 

Any person whose interest may be 
affected by the proceeding who does not 
wish to make a limited appearance and 
who wishes to participate as a party in 
the proceeding must file a petition for 
leave to intervene. 

Petitions for leave to intervene, pursu- 
ant to the provisions of § 2.714 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice, must be 
received in the Office of the Secretary, 
US. Atomic Energy Commission, 
Germantown, Md., or the Commission's 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C., not later than 
June 18, 1968, or in the event of a post- 
ponement of the prehearing conference, 
at such time as the Board may specify. 

The petition shall set forth the interest 
of the petitioner in the proceeding, how 
that interest may be affected by Commis- 
sion action and the contentions of the 
petitioner. A petition for leave to inter- 
vene which is not timely filed will be 
denied unless the petitioner shows good 
cause for failure to file it on time. 

A person permitted to intervene 
becomes a party to the proceeding, and 
has all the rights of the applicant and 
the regulatory staff to participate fully 
in the conduct of the hearing. For 
example, he may examine and cross- 
examine witnesses. A person permitted to 
make a limited appearance does not 
become a party, but may state his posi- 
tion and raise questions which he would 
like to have answered to the extent that 
the questions are within the scope of the 
hearing as specified in the issues set out 
above. A member of the public does not 
have the right to participate unless he 
has been granted the right to intervene 
as a party or the right of limited 
appearance. 

An answer to this notice, pursuant to 
the provisions of § 2.705 of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice, must be filed by 
the applicant on or before June 18, 1968. 

Papers required to be filed in this pro- 
ceeding may be filed by mail or telegram 
addressed to the Secretary, U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545, or may be filed by delivery to the 
Office of the Secretary, US. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Germantown, Md., 
or the Commission’s Public Document 


Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20545. 


NOTICES 


Pending further order of the Board, 
parties are required to file, pursuant to 
the provisions of § 2.708 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice, an original 
and 20 conformed copies of each such 
paper with the Commission. 


Dated at Germantown, Md., this 21st 
day of May 1968. 


UntTEeD STaTES ATOMIC 
ENERGY COMMISSION, 
F. T. Hoses, 
Acting Secretary. 
APPENDIX A 
PROVISIONAL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT 
Construction Permit No. ___---. 


1. Pursuant to section 104b of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), 
and Title 10, Chapter I, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 50, “Licensing of Produc- 
tion and Utilization Facilities,” and pursuant 
to the order of the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board, the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission (the Commission) hereby issues a 
provisional construction permit to Tennessee 
Valley Authority (the applicant) for a utili- 
zation facility (the facility), designed to 
operate at 3293 megawatts (thermal), de- 
scribed in the application and amendments 
thereto (the application) filed in this matter 
by the applicant and as more fully described 
in the evidence received at the public hearing 
upon that application. The facility, known 
as Browns Ferry Nuclear Power Station Unit 
No. 3, will be located at the applicant’s site 
at Wheeler Lake in Limestone County, Ala., 
about 10 miles southwest of Athens, Ala. 

2. This permit shall be deemed to contain 
and be subject to the conditions specified in 
§§ 50.54 and 50.55 of said regulations; is 
subject to all applicable provisions of the 
Act, and rules, regulations, and orders of the 
Commission now or hereafter in effect; and 
is subject to the conditions specified or 
incorporated below: 


A. The earliest date for the completion 
of the facility is February 1, 1972, and 
the latest date for completion of the 
facility is October 1, 1972. 

B. The facility shall be constructed 
and located at the site as described in 
the application, at Wheeler Lake, Lime- 
stone County, Ala., about 10 miles south- 
west of Athens, Ala. 

C. This construction permit authorizes 
the applicant to construct the facility 
described in the application and the 
hearing record in accordance with the 
principal architectural and engineering 
criteria set forth therein. 

3. This permit is provisional to the 
extent that a license authorizing opera- 
tion of the facility will not be issued by 
the Commission unless (a) the applicant 
submits to the Commission by amend- 
ment to the application, the complete 
final safety analysis report, portions of 
which may be submitted and evaluated 
from time to time; (b) the Commission 
finds that the final design provides rea- 
sonable assurance that the health and 
safety of the public will not be endan- 
gered by the operation of the facility in 
accordance with procedures approved by 
it in connection with the issuance of said 
license; and (c) the applicant submits 
proof of financial protection and the 
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execution of an indemnity agreement as 
required by section 170 of the Act. 


For the Atomic Energy Commission. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6244; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19861] 


PAN AMERICAN WORLD AIRWAYS, 
INC., ET AL. 


Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Application of Pan American World 
Airways, Inc., Trans World Airlines, Inc., 
and New York Airways, Inc., concerning 
control and interlocking relationship. 

Notice is hereby given that a prehear- 
ing conference in the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on June 3, 
1968, at 10 am., e.d.s.t., in Room 211, 
Universal Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Edward T. Stodola. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., May 22, 
1968. 


{SEAL] 





Tuomas L. WRENN, 
Chief Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6255; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


LYKES BROS. STEAMSHIP CO., INC., 
AND SHUN CHEONG STEAM NAVI- 
GATION CO., LTD. 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the fol- 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements 
at the offices of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with ref- 
erence to an agreement including a re- 
quest for hearing, if desired, may be sub- 
mitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Feperat REGISTER. 
A copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 
Mr. J. Curl, Assistant Vice President Traffic, 


Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., 821 Gravier 
Street, New Orleans, La. 


Agreement No. 9624-3, between Lykes 
Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. (Lykes), and 
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Shun Cheong Steam Navigation Co., Ltd. 
(Shun Cheong) , modifies the basic trans- 
shipment agreement between the parties 
to show more specifically Shun Cheong’s 
portion of the through rates and in ad- 
dition establishes a 300 revenue ton 
minimum on shipments moving to the 
port of Danang, South Viet Nam and a 
500 revenue ton minimum on shipments 
moving to the ports of Quinhon and 
Nhatran, South Viet Nam. 


Dated: May 21, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
FraNcIs C. HURNEY, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6239; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


OAKLAND CONTAINER TERMINAL 
CO., INC., AND LOS ANGELES CON- 
TAINER TERMINAL CO., INC. 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
US.C. 814). aaa 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements 
at the offices of the District Managers, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20573, within 10 days after publication of 
this notice in the FEepErRAL REGISTER. A 
copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Agreement for the establishment of 
the Oakland Container Terminal Co., 
Inc., and the Los Angeles Container 
Terminal Co., Inc. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Thomas E. Kimball, Esq., Lillick, McHose, 

Wheat, Adams & Charles, 1625 K Street 

NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 


Agreement 9721, between Japan Line, 
“K” Line, Mitsui-OSK Lines, and Yama- 
shita-Shinnihon Steamship Co., on the 
one hand, and their agents on the Pacific 
Coast on the other, i.e., Transpacific 
Transportation Co., Kerr Steamship Co., 
Inc., Williams-Dimond-Rountree Agen- 
cies, Inc., Williams, Dimond & Co., and 
the Lilly Shipping Agencies on the’other, 
provides for the establishment of two 
corporations, the Los Angeles Container 
Terminal Co., Inc., and the Oakland 
Container Terminal Co., Inc., to carry 
on the business of “loading and unload- 
ing of cargo and containers for steam- 
ship lines; receiving, handling, and de- 
livering of cargo and containers; main- 
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taining and operating marine cargo and 
container terminal facilities and services 
and stevedoring” according to the terms 
and conditions set forth in the agree- 
ment. 


Dated: May 21, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime Com- 
mission. 


; THOmas LisI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6240; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 


[Canadian Change List 242] 
CANADIAN BROADCAST STATIONS 
List of Changes, Proposed Changes and Corrections in Assignment 


May 10, 1968. 


List of changes, proposed changes and corrections in assignment of Canadian 
Broadcast Stations modifying appendix containing Assignments of Canadian Sta- 
tions (Mimeograph No. 47214-3) attached to the recommendation of the North 
American Regional Broadcasting Agreement Engineering Meeting. 

Notification under the provision of Part III, section 2 of the North American 


Regional Broadcasting Agreement. 





Call Letters Location 





CBEF (assignment 
of call letters). 


CHRC (nowinop- Quebec, Quebec 
eration with in- 
creased power). 


Windsor, Ontario............ 


Power kw 


Expected date of 
Class commencement of 
operation 


Sched- 
Antenna ule 


540 kilocycles 
2.5 kw D/5 kwN. 


DA-1 II 


bai 


1220 kilocycles 


CKSM (PO: 1220 Shawinigan Falls, Quebec... 


10 kwD/2.5 
ke/s 1 kw DA-1). kw 


DA-2 II £E.1.0.5-1-09. 


N. 


1240 kilocycles 


Chibougamau, Quebec... 


- lkwD/0.25 


ND IV E.LO. 51-60. 


kwN. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6258; Filed, May 24, 1968; 8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 17234-17241; FCC 68M-795] 
CATV OF ROCKFORD, INC., ET AL. 


Statement and Order After Further 
Prehearing Conference 


In re petitions by CATV of Rockford, 
Inc., Rockford, Ill., et al., Docket No. 
17234, File Nos. CATV 100-23, 100-39, 
Docket Nos. 17235, 17236, 17237, 17238, 
17239, 17240, 17241; for authority pur- 
suant to § 74.1107 to serve and operate 
CATV systems in the Milwaukee, Wis., 
Market (24), Madison, Wis., Market 
(80), and Rockford, Ill., Market (99). 

Today’s session was originally sched- 
uled to be in the nature of a hearing, but 
by agreement of counsel, because of the 
necessity to consider updating exchanged 
exhibits, it was converted into a further 
prehearing conference. The following 
schedule was adopted: 

Parties to exchange written portion of 
direct cases (at same time sponsoring 
witnesses shall be specified) by Septem- 
ber 16, 1968. 

Receipt of notification of witnesses de- 
sired for cross-examination by October 1, 
1968. 

Hearing: — 7, 1968 at 10 am., 
Washington, D 

At the start a the hearing no oral 
testimony will be taken, but proposed 
written portion of direct cases will be 
offered. Possible revised need to call 
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witnesses, on direct or for cross- 
examination, will then be discussed. If 
required, a short adjournment will fol- 
low, so that witnesses can come to 
Washington. 

So ordered. 


Issued: May 16, 1968. 
Released: May 17, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
ComMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6259; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[Docket Nos. 17144, 17155; FCC 68M-817] 


GENERAL ELECTRIC CABLEVISION 
CORP. 


Order Continuing Hearing 


In re petitions by General Electric 
Cablevision Corp., Peoria, Ill., Docket 
No. 17144, File No. CATV 100-25; Gen- 
eral Electric Cablevision Corp., Peoria 
Heights and Bartonville, Il., Docket No. 
17155, File No. CATV 100-59; for author- 
ity pursuant to § 74.1107 of the rules to 
operate CATV systems in the Peoria 
television market. 

On the unopposed letter-request of 
counsel for Midwest Television, Inc., 
dated May 20, 1968: It is ordered, That 
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the hearing is rescheduled from June 
10 to July 8, 1968. 


Issued: May 21, 1968. 
Released: May 21, 1968. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


CoMMISSION, 
[SEAL] BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6260; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Docket Nos. 17889, 17890; FCC 68R-210] 


LONG ISLAND VIDEO, INC., AND 
- GRANIK BROADCASTING CO., INC. 


Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Enlarging Issues 


In re applications of Long Island Video, 
Inc., Patchogue, N.Y., Docket No. 17889, 
File No. BPCT-3242; Granik Broadcast- 
ing Co., Inc., Patchogue, N.Y., Docket No. 
17890, File No. BPCT-—3422; for construc- 
tion permit for new television broadcast 
station. 

1. This proceeding involves the mu- 
tually exclusive applications of Long 
Island Video, Inc. (Video), and Granik 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. (Granik), for a 
construction permit for a new television 
broadcast station to operate on Channel 
67, Patchogue, N.Y. By order, FCC 67- 
1292, the Commission designated the ap- 
plications for hearing on the standard 
comparative issue. Now before the Re- 
view Board is a petition to enlarge issues, 
filed January 11, 1968, by Video, request- 
ing addition of the folowing issues.’ 

1. To determine Theodore Granik’s 
plans for origination of local program- 
ming on his CATV system in Riverdale, 
SR fe 

2. To determine whether Theodore 
Granik testified truthfully, was candid, 
and made full disclosure regarding these 
plans in his testimony in Docket No. 
16088; 

3. To determine whether Theodore 
Granik kept his application in Docket 
No. 16088 current and complete in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of § 1.65 
of the rules; 

4. To determine, in light of the testi- 
mony adduced under the foregoing 
issues, whether Theodore Granik pos- 
sesses the requisite reliability and char- 
acter to be a Commission licensee; 


5. To determine whether Granik 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. is financially 
qualified to implement its proposal. 

The character issues. 2. The first four 
issues requested by Video are similar to 
those requested by All American Tele- 
vision Features, Inc., in another proceed- 
ing involving Theodore Granik.* They 


1Also before the Review. Board are the 
following related pleadings: (a) Broadcast 
Bureau’s comments, filed Feb. 7, 1968; (b) 
Granik’s opposition, filed Feb. 16, 1968; and 
(c) Video’s reply, filed Mar. 21, 1968. 

2In Docket No. 16088, Theodore Granik 
prosecuted his application as an individual; 
in this proceeding he is president and the 
largest single stockholder of Granik Broad- 
casting Co., Inc. 
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were specifically considered and dis- 
missed by the Commission as lacking in 
substance. Theodore Granik, ----~- FCC 
DEP scscchioiict , 12 RR 2d 803 (1968). As stated 
by the Commission: 


As for the charge that Granik testified 
falsely or failed to comply with § 1.65, we 
find no showing of any concealment or will- 
ful misrepresentation of a material fact in 
this proceeding. At most, there appears to 
have been some misunderstanding as to 
whether certain conversations related to pro- 
gram origination on the CATV system or to 
the creation of programs for presentations 
on a closed circuit operation in New York; 
whether there would be some interconnec- 
tion between the two operations provided the 
closed circuit operation could obtain the 
necessary permission from the New York 
authorities; and whether such interconnec- 
tion, if effectuated, might be construed as 
program origination on the CATV system. 
In view of the foregoing, we conclude that 
not public interest considerations require a 
reopening of the Learing on our own motions. 


The Commission also noted that the 
municipal franchise authorizing the 
CATV system prohibits program origina- 
tion and that “there is no indication 
that any request for modification thereof 
has been filed.” Video concedes that it 
has no independent information relative 
to these four requested issues and ac- 
cordingly, they will not be added herein. 
The financial issue. 3. Granik esti- 
mates that its construction costs will be 
$340,075 and that its first year operating 
costs will be $415,000. However, because 
of a deferred credit plan proposed by 
the equipment supplier, General Electric 
Co., Granik states that construction costs 
payable during the first year (and the 
preoperational period) will be $100,250, 
and that, accordingly, its total expendi- 
ture during such period will be $515,250. 
To meet these costs, Granik relies upon 
stock subscriptions and loan commit- 
ments totaling $975,000. It also antici- 
pates first year revenues of $475,000. 
4. In attacking the financial plan, 
Video argues that Granik overstated 
availabie funds and at the same time 
underestimated costs. We turn first to 
the question of available funds. The fol- 
lowing is a list of Granik’s stock sub- 
scribers, the amounts of their subscrip- 
tions, and the amount each has com- 
mitted himself to lend to Granik: 








Name Stock sub- Loan 
scription 
Theodore Granik................. OO 
Michael Rosen_. 75,000 $125,000 
Louis Sachar- . _- 50, 000 100, 000 
Robert Bergman 50, 000 100, 000 
|, es 25, 000 50, 000 
Lawrence White !_................ 25, 000 50, 000 
Milton Kestenberg............... 25, 000 50, 000 
Sheldon M. Bernstein............ 10, 000 20, 000 
IE tk ii cncicntecinanoen 15, 000 30, 000 
Sidney Katz and Adrian Waldorf. 25, 000 50, 000 


1 By order (FCC 68M-500) released Mar. 26, 1968, the 

Examiner accepted an amendment whereby Louis 
Sachar assumed Lawrence White's $75,000 commitment 
to Ganik. 
With the exception of Jerrald Karlan, 
Video challenges the ability of each of 
the foregoing individuals to meet his 
respective commitment. 

5. Theodore Granik’s financial state- 
ment reveals that as of May 31, 1967, he 
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. Woodard letter (see 
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had net liquid assets totaling $398,232.24. 
Video argues that this sum must be re- 
duced by $343,884, which sum represents 
Mr. Granik’s $243,884 commitment to 
his Washington, D.C., television proposal, 
and a $100,000 commitment to CATV 
Enterprises, Inc. Thus, Video maintains 
that Theodore Granik has only $54,000 
available for the subject undertaking. 
Granik, on the other hand, contends that 
Theodore Granik is no longer committed 
to CATV Enterprises, Inc., and in sup- 
port thereof submits two letters—one 
from Mr. Granik to his attorney and 
the other from Charles Woodard, presi- 
dent of Clearview of Florida, Inc., to 
Granik’s attorney.* Further, it is argued 
that the $243,884 commitment to the 
Washington proposal is based on “full 
acceptance” of the estimate submitted by 
an opposing applicant in that proceeding. 

6. Contrary to Granik’s contentions, 
the aforementioned letters do not es- 
tablish that Theodore Granik has been 
relieved of his $100,000 commitment to 
CATV Enterprises, Inc. In fact, neither 
letter refers to that commitment; the 
Woodard letter states that Clearview has 
assumed the responsibility for financing 
the construction and operation of the 
system up to “an agreed upon sum which 
is in excess of $200,000.” No information 
has been furnished as to the projected 
total cost of the system or as to Theodore 
Granik’s commitment should such costs 
exceed the amount to be financed by 
Clearview. Nor has any attempt been 
made to show that Theodore Granik will 
not be required to expend all or sub- 
stantially all of the $243,884 committed 
to his Washington proposal. Thus, there 
is a substantial question whether Theo- 
dore Granik can meet his commitment 
beyond the $54,000 he presently has 
available. 

7. Video concedes that Michael Rosen 
presently has $141,000 in net. liquid 
assets; ‘ Granik does not contend that 
Rosen has more. Since Rosen’s stock sub- 
scription and proposed stockholder’s 
loan total $200,000, it appears he will not 
be able to meet the full amount of his 
commitment. 

8. Louis Sachar has assumed the obli- 
gation of Lawrence White and as a result 
has increased his commitment from 
$150,000 to $225,000. Sachar’s balance 
sheet, submitted with Granik’s opposi- 
tion, reflects a net worth in excess of $13 
million. Video contends that although 
Sachar’s balance sheet shows cash and 
certificates of deposit totaling $422,828, 
he has current liabilities of $460,000. 


‘ Video argues that the balance of Sachar’s 


assets are nonliquid and that Sachar has 
shown neither the desire nor the ability 
to transform this property into liquid 


*In 1967, Clearview of Florida, Inc. ac- 
quired an ownership interest in CATV En- 
terprises, Inc. 

*Originally Video argued that because of 
& $100,000 commitment to CATV Enterprises, 
Inc., Rosen had only $41,000. However, in con- 
trast to Theodore Granik’s commitment, the 
10 (supra) ) 
specifically states that Clearview does not 
consider Rosen “to be subject to any financial 
commitment to CATV Enterprises, Inc. * * *.” 
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assets. While the Board agrees with 
Video that the bulk of Sachar’s assets is 
nonliquid, it does not agree with Video 
that a substantial question has been 
raised concerning Sachar’s ability to 
meet his commitment. The explanatory 
notes accompanying Sachar’s balance 
sheet reveal that his $460,000 current 
liabilities are spread out over a 2-year 
period. According to Sachar’s undisputed 
assertion, during this same period he 
will receive $375,000 in payments on pur- 
chase money mortgages held by him.’ 
Such payments would offset all but 
$85,000 of Sachar’s current liabilities and 
would leave him with net current assets 
totaling $337,828 or $112,828 more than 
his commitment to Granik. 

9. Paul Taubman has subscribed for 
$25,000 in stock and has agreed to lend 
Granik an additional $50,000. His bal- 
ance sheet shows his net worth to be 
approximately $213,000. Video argues 
that Taubman has liquid assets of only 
$22,800. Video premises its position on 
the assertion that there has been no sat- 
isfactory showing as to the liquidity of 
Taubman’s principal asset, Penthouse 
Club, Inc., which he values at $183,600. 
Granik, on the other hand, argues that 
this latter valuation is a “reasonable 
figure” and directs the Board's attention 
to a letter indicating that in February 
1966, Taubman was offered $250,000 for 
his interest in Penthouse Club, Inc. 
Granik further notes that by letter dated 
June 18, 1966 (submitted as part of an 
amendment to Granik’s application), 
Taubman expressed his willingness to 
sell such interest in order to meet his 
commitment to the applicant. Finally, 
Granik submits a letter from Taubman’s 
attorney allegedly offering to lend Taub- 
man $75,000. With regard to this alleged 
loan letter, the Board agrees with Video 
that it is only an offer of good offices to 
help obtain such a loari and cannot be 
considered as a commitment to lend 
$75,000 to Taubman. As to the latter’s 
interest in Penthouse Club, Inc., the 
Board is of the opinion that the letter 
from Taubman’s attorney stating that in 
early 1966 Taubman received a $250,000 
offer from “certain undisclosed princi- 
pals” is inadequate to establish the 
requisite liquidity. Thus, at this point, 
Granik can be credited with only $22,800 
of Taubman’s $75,000 commitment. 

10. Robert Bergman’s commitment 
totals $150,000. In its petition, Video 
states it is impossible to determine Berg- 
man’s ability to meet this commitment 
since no balance sheet was submitted to 
show the extent of his assets and liabili- 
ties. In response, Granik refers to a July 
1967 amendment to its application 
wherein Bergman certified that he owns 
stock in a corporation listed on the New 
York Stock Exchange having a value in 
excess of $400,000; he also certified that 
his total liabilities do not exceed $100,- 
000. Bergman’s representations have not 
been challenged and we find no basis to 


&’The mortgage receivable appears as a 
$540,000 asset on the balance sheet. Sachar 
states that $210,000 is payable to him in 1968 
and that the balance ($330,000) is payable 
in two equal annual installments. 
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question his ability to meet his $150,000 
commitment to Granik. 

11. Video next contends that Milton 
Kestenberg has shown liquid assets of 
only $37,000 and that a question exists 
as to his ability to meet the $75,000 com- 
mitment to Granik. In response, Granik 
submits a letter from Kestenberg stating 
that as of D ecember 31, 1967, he had 
$51,674.37 in a bank account and a 
$25,000 certificate of deposit from the 
same bank. Although Kestenberg’s un- 
challenged representations convince us 
that he has liquid assets exceeding 
$75,000, his balance sheet indicates he 
also has liabilities totaling $100,000. No 
information has been furnished to indi- 
cate what portion of such liabilities must 
be considered current. Until this question 
is answered, Granik cannot receive credit 
for Kestenberg’s $75,000 commitment. 

12. Sheldon Bernstein has agreed to 
purchase stock in the amount of $10,000 
and to lend the applicant an additional 
$20,000. His balance sheet reflects $50,500 
in liquid assets and $28,000 in liabilities. 
Responding to Video’s challenge that 
Bernstein has only $22,500 in liquid as- 
sets, Granik submits a letter from Bern- 
stein stating that $20,000 of the $28,000 
shown as liabilities represents a mort- 
gage on his home due in 1992 and on 
which only $1,500 is payable each year. 
However, we agree with Video that Bern- 
stein’s letter does not resolve the question 
since his balance sheet indicates that the 
$20,000 mortgage is listed separately un- 
der assets as a mortgage payable deduc- 
tion from the gross value of the house. 
Until this question is resolved, Granik 
can be credited with only $22,500 of the 
$30,000 Bernstein commitment. 

13. The last commitment challenged 
by Video is the joint agreement of Sid- 
ney L. Katz and Adrian Waldorf to pur- 
chase stock in the amount of $25,000 and 
to lend Granik $50,000. Video’s sole ob- 
jection is the absence of a balance sheet 
showing Katz’s financial condition. We 
agree with Granik that Katz need not 
submit a balance sheet. The commitment 
is a joint obligation and Video does not 
question Waldorf’s balance sheet which 
shows net current assets in excess of 
$155,000. 

14. Recapitulating, the net effect of 
this aspect of Video’s petition is to reduce 
from $975,000 to $735,300 the amount of 
funds presently available to Granik. We 
turn now to Video’s allegations concern- 
ing Granik’s cost estimates. 

15. According to Video, the amend- 
ments to Granik’s application reflect a 
wide variation in its cost estimates. It 
alleges that normal margins of error or 
price differences cannot account for the 
rise in first year expenses over the 3-year 
period prior to designation and suggests 
that “[elither the estimates were arbi- 
trarily or cursorily drawn or the figures 
have been selected from time to time to 
fit Granik’s pocketbook of the moment.” 
Specifically, Video alleges that Granik’s 
film cost estimate ($60,000 per year) is 
understated; that there is no showing 
that the lessor of the unbuilt studio 
building is financially capable of building 
the structure; and that the $20,000 allo- 
cated for the cost of furniture, fixtures, 
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loan amortization, interests costs and 
hearing costs ‘speaks for itself”. Finally, 
Video alleges that Granik’s financial plan 
is in part dependent upon a General 
Electric deferred payment proposal 
which requires the endorsement of all 
investors to secure deferred payments 
on the equipment. Video asserts that in 
light of Theodore Granik’s agreement 
with the applicant that he will not “be 
requested to guarantee any notes or 
loans in connection with the proposed 
construction and operation at Patch- 
ogue”, the General Electric proposal has, 
in effect, been rejected. 

16. In opposition, Granik contends 
that the changes in its cost estimates 
have been adequately explained in the 
application. According to Granik, the 
original construction and operating costs 
were premised on an agreement with 
Patchogue Broadcasting Co., Inc. where- 
by the latter was to perform certain 
functions for the station. On August 8, 
1966, Granik amended its application 
increasing total first year costs to 
$700,393. This increase allegedly reflected 
@ modification in the above agreement 
and the amendment furnished a break- 
down of the operating budget as re- 
quested by the Commission prior to des- 
ignation. On July 10, 1967, the Granik 
application was again amended, increas- 
ing costs to the present figure of $755,075. 
This last increase was allegedly predi- 
cated on an agreement with Adams- 
Getschel Broadcasting Co. (successor of 
Patchogue Broadcasting Co.), providing 
for the erection of a new tower. With 
regard to the availability of the deferred 
credit plan from General Electric, Granik 
attaches a new letter of credit from 
General Electric which neither contains 
nor refers to the previously proposed 
endorsement requirement. Granik dis- 
misses Video’s challenge to its $20,000 
allocation for miscellaneous costs and 
the lease of studio space as “sheer specu- 
lation and conjecture’, not supported 
by factual allegations. Also attached to 
Granik’s opposition are affidavits of Paul 
B. Mowrey, a television consultant, sup- 
porting the amount Granik proposes for 
film costs. Mowrey contends that feature 
and syndicated products are normally 
purchased on a multiple year basis; that 
Granik’s allocation of $60,000 per year 
contemplates a minimum base of 5 years 
and where possible, use of the product 
on an unlimited run; and that viewed in 
this context, Granik will really be spend- 
ing about $300,000 for its film needs. 
Mowrey also believes that Granik will be 
able to hold down film costs by use of 
foreign films, reruns, and free films. 
Granik concludes that even assuming 
additional costs are necessary, “the fail- 
ure to include them is not fatal since 
Granik has available funds far in excess 
of the amount required.” 

17. In reply, Video argues that 
Granik’s estimated costs remain unde- 
terminable because of its silence as to 
hearing costs, its inadequate explanation 
as to film costs, and its failure to show 
that the lessor of the proposed studio has 
sufficient funds available to construct 


25, 1968 





the building. According to Video, Mow- 
rey’s credentials fail to qualify him as 
an expert on the subject of film costs. In 
this connection, Video relies upon letters 
from film distributors which allegedly 
indicate fim costs will total appropxi- 
mately $250,000 per year. 

18. A financial issue will not be spec- 
ified against Granik. However, an issue 
will be added to determine whether the 
studio-office facilities proposed by Granik 
will be available. Video’s contention that 
Granik has not allocated sufficient funds 
for such miscellaneous items as furni- 
ture, fixtures, interest costs, and hearing 
costs, lacks the specificity required by 
Rule 1.229, and is unsupported by the af- 
fidavits called for by that rule. See 
KFOX, Inc., FCC 65R-143, 5 RR 2d 32, 
released April 26, 1965. The bare allega- 
tion that Granik’s $20,000 allocation 
“speaks for’ itself’ falls far short of the 
pleading standards imposed by the Com- 
mission. Video’s challenge to the avail- 
ability of the deferred credit plan from 
General Electric has been answered sat- 
isfactorily by Granik’s submission of a 
new letter from the supplier deleting the 
requirement that stockholders furnish 
their personal endorsements. With re- 
gard to film costs, there exists a sub- 
stantial difference between Granik’s esti- 
mate and the figures quoted in the letters 
from film distributors relied upon by 
Video. However, it must be noted that 
these latter quotations are not in affi- 
davit form and significantly, were not 
based on an evaluation of Granik’s pro- 
posal. Each concerns itself with Video’s 
requirements and there has been no 
showing that Granik’s requirements are 
comparable. Assuming arguendo that 
these defects were not present, Video’s 
allegations would still be insufficient to 
warrant addition of the requested issue. 
Granik estimated its film costs would 
be $60,000. The aforementioned letters 
from film distributors indicate $250,000 
would be more realistic. By adding the 
$190,000 difference to Granik’s estimate, 
its total first year costs would increase 
from $515,250 to $705,250. As previously 
determined, Granik now has available 
$735,300. Thus, without giving Granik 
any credit for first year revenues, it has 
approximately $30,000 more than its in- 
creased total cost estimate. 

19. Video’s allegations concerning 
Granik’s leased studio arrangement raise 
another question. According to corres- 
pondence submitted as part of Granik’s 
application and an amendment thereto, 
Adams-Getschal Broadcasting Co., Inc., 
licensee of WPAC-AM and FM, proposes 
to construct an addition to its station 
building for use by Granik. Granik has 
allocated $11,668 for 14 months’ rent 
(first year plus 2 months preoperational). 
Notwithstanding Video’s allegations 
questioning the lessor’s ability to follow 
through, Granik declined to submit any 
information from which it could be 
determined with reasonable certainty 
that Adams-Getschal has or will have 
the financial resources necessary to con- 
struct the additional studio space. Al- 
though Video cast these allegations as 
part of its request for the financial issue, 
their net effect is to question the avail- 
ability of Granik’s proposed studio. Thus, 
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an issue authorizing this line of inquiry 
will be added. See Springfield Telecasting 
Co., FCC 64R-471, 3 RR 2d 727, released 
October 5, 1964; Jefferson Standard 
Broadcasting Co., FCC 60-24, 19 RR 670, 
released January 14, 1960. 

20. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
petition to enlarge issues as to nontech- 
nical matters, filed January 11, 1968, by 
Long Island Video, Inc., is granted to the 
extent indicated herein, and is denied in 
all other respects; and 

21. It is further ordered, That the is- 
sues in this proceeding are enlarged by 
the addition of the following issues: 

To determine whether the studio and 
office space specified by Granik Broad- 
casting Co., Inc., will be available. 

22. It is further ordered, That the bur- 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence and the burden of proof 
under the foregoing issue will be on 
Granik Broadcasting Co., Inc. 


Adopted: May 16, 1968. 
Released: May 20, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION,° 
BEN F.. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6261; Filed, May 24, 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket No. 18139; FCC 68M-796] 
MULTI-CHANNEL CABLE CO. 
Order Canceling Hearing 


In re petition by Multi-Channel Cable 
Co., Paducah, Ky., Docket No. 18139, File 
No. CATV 100-120; for authority pur- 
suant to § 74.1107 of the rules to operate 
CATV systems in the Cape Girardeau, 
Mo., Paducah, Ky., Harrisburg, IIl., tele- 
vision market (ARB80). 

As a result of an agreement reached 
at a further prehearing conference on 
May 14, 1968: Jt is ordered, That a 
further prehearing conference will be 
held on June 18, 1968, and the hearing 
now scheduled for June 5, 1968, is can- 
celed. 


Issued: May 15, 1968. 
Released: May 17, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CommMIssION, 
Ben F. WaApPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6262; Filed, May 24, 
8:47 am.] 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket No. 17510, etc.; FCC 68M-815] 


POTOMAC VALLEY TELECASTING 
CORP. ET AL. 


Statement and Order After Further 
Prehearing Conference 

In re Potomac Valley Telecasting 
Corp., Irons Mountain, Md., Docket No. 
17510, File No. 5908-C1-ML-—65; Docket 
Nos. 17511, 17512, 17513, 17514, 17515, 
17516, 17531, 17532; for modification of 
license of Station KGO 30 to provide for 
carriage of FM signals et al. 


* Review Board Member Nelson not partic- 
ipating. 
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At today’s conference the following 
schedule was adopted: 

Applicant to furnish proposed direct 
exhibits on waiver case by June 10, 1968. 

Receipt of notification of witnesses for 
cross-examination by June 17, 1968. 

Hearing (as previously scheduled): 
June 24, 1968. 

So ordered. 


Issued: May 20, 1968. 
Released: May 21, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
ComMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6263; Filed, May 24, 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


[Docket No. 17478; FCC 68M-818] 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND 
NORTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE 
co. 


Order Continuing Hearing 


U.S. Department of Defense, Washing- 
ton, D.C., Complainant, versus North- 
western Bell Telephone Co., Omaha, 
Nebr., Defendant; Docket No. 17478. 


On the unopposed oral request of coun- 
sel for Northwestern Bell: It is ordered, 
That the hearing is rescheduled from 
May 28 to June 12, 1968. 


Issued: May 21, 1968. 
Released: May 21, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6264; Filed, May 24, 
8:47 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


AMERICAN CHECKMASTER SYSTEM, 
INC. 


[SEAL] 


1968; 


Order Suspending Trading 


May 21, 1968. 


It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of American Checkmaster System, 
Inc., Houston, Tex., being traded other- 
wise than on a national securities ex- 
change is required in the public interest 
and for the protection of investors: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period 
May 22, 1968, through May 31, 1968, both 
dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 638-6236; Piled, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket Nos. G-3031 etc.] 
CITIES SERVICE COMPANY ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Certificates, 
Abandonment of Service and Peti- 
tions To Amend Certificates * 


May 17, 1968. 


Take notice that each of the Appli- 
cants listed herein has filed an applica- 
tion or petition pursuant to section 7 of 
the Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
sell natural gas in interstate commerce 
or to abandon service heretofore author- 
ized as described herein, all as more fully 
described in the respective applications 
and amendments which are on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and pro- 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
June 11, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
all applications in which no protest or 
petition to intervene is filed within the 
time required herein if the Commission 
on its own review of the matter believes 
that a grant of the certificates or the 
authorization for the proposed abandon- 
ment is required by the public con- 
venience and necessity. Where a protest 
or petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or where the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given: Provided, however, 
That pursuant to § 2.56, Part 2, statement 
of general policy and interpretations, 
Chapter I of Title 18 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, as amended, all 
permanent certificates of public con- 
venience and necessity granting applica- 
tions, filed after July 1, 1967, without 
further notice, will contain a condition 
precluding any filing of an increased rate 
at a price in excess of that designated 
for the particular area of production for 
the period prescribed therein unless at 
the time of filing of protests or petitions 
to intervene the Applicant indicates in 
writing that it is unwilling to accept such 
a@ condition. In the event Applicant is 
unwilling to accept such condition the 
application will be set for formal hearing. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. ° 


GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


2This notice does not provide for consoli- 
dation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 
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Applicant 


G-3081_._......... Cities Service Co. (Operator) 

C 5668 et al., Cities Service Bidg., 
Bartlesville, Okla. 74003. 

G-6306_ ........... Tenneco Oil Co., Post Office 
D 53-468 4 2511, Houston, Tex. 

i Cotiga Development Co. (suc- 
E 5-7-8 cessor to Tedik Gas Co.), 
1916 Fidelity Bldg., 123 South 
Broad 8t., Philadelphia, Pa. 
19109 

A. A. Pursley (successor to 
Hays & Co., agent for D. W. 
Law), Box 51, Leroy, W. Va. 
25252. 

Shell Oil Co. (Operator) et al., 
50 West 50th St., New York, 
N.Y. 10020. 

Southern Union Production 
Co., Fidelity Union Tower, 
Dallas, Tex. 75201. 

Cities Service Oil Co. — 
ator) et al., Cities Serv 
co Bartlesville, Okla. 


CI61-1143. 
5-2-68 3 


Pan American Petroleum 
Corp., Post Office Box 591, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74102. 

Pioneer Production Corp., Post 
Office Box 2542, Amarillo, 
Tex. 79105. 

Mobil Oil Corp., Post Office 
Box 2444, Houston, Tex. 
77001. 

Reading & Bates Offshore 
Drilling Co. (Operator) et al., 
1lth Floor, Philtower Bldg., 
Tulsa, Okla. 74103. 

CI68-656__......... Sun Oil Co. (Southwest Divi- 
C 53-68 sion) 1608 Walnut St., 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. 

Union Oil Co. of California 
(Operator) et al., Union Oil 
Center, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90017. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Co.," Post 
Office Box 521, Tulsa, Okla. 
74102. 

Humble Oil & Refining Co. 
(successor to J. C. Barnes et 
al.), Post Office Box 2180, 
Houston, Tex. 77001. 

Samedan Oil Corp., Lincoln 


Center, Ardmore, Okla. 73401. 


Blaik Oil Co., 203 Park Ave., 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 


Pan American Petroleum Corp. 


E. A. Polumbus (successor to 
Shell Oil Co. ), 550 Petroleum 
Club Bidg., Denver, Colo. 


80202. 
Shell Oil Co 


MacDonald Spidel, 426 Center 
Ave., Weston, W. Va. 


Bartlesville, Okla. 74003. 


Latham Oil Co., Inc., Post 
Office Box 1581, Shreveport, 
La. 71102. 

Cities Service Oil Co. 


Continental Oil Co., Post 
Office Box 2197, Houston, 
Tex. 77001. 

Getty Oil Co. (successor to 
Austral Oil Co.), Post Office 
Box 1404, Houston, Tex. 

iL 


77001. 

Belco Petroleum Corp. (suc- 
cessor to Livingston Oil Co.), 
630 Third Ave., New York, 
N.Y. 10017. 


Filing code: A—Initial service. 
B—Abandonment. 
C—Amendment to add acreage: 
D—Amendment to delete acreage. 
E—Succession. 

F—Partial succession. 


See footnotes at end of table. 


Purchaser, field, and location 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Was- 
kom Field, Harrison County, Tex. 


Southern Union Gathering Co., 
Blanco Field, San Juan County, 
N. Mex. 

United Fuel Gas Co., Lee District, 
Mingo County, W. Va. 


Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.; 
Freemans Creek District, Lewis 
County, W. Va. 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
Siloam Field, Clay County, Miss. 


E] Paso Natural Gas Co., acreage 
in San Juan County, N. Mex. 


Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a divi- 
sion of Tenneco, Inc., Garden 
Island Bay Field, Plaquemines 
Parish, La. 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Indi- 
an Butte Field, Fremont County, 


Wyo. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 
South Peek Field, Ellis County, 
Okla. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 
a etal., Fields, Ellis County, 


a. 
Northern Natural Gas Co., West Six 
Mile Field, Beaver County, Okla. 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 

Son Lorena Fieid, Texas County, 
a. 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 

oo Field, Dewey County, 
a. 


Northern Natural Gas Co., North- 
east Oates Devonian Field, Pecos 
County, Tex. 

West Texas Gat Co., Em- 
peror Field, Winkler County, Tex. 


Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Pine 
Hollow- lar Fields, Pittsburg 


Field, Beaver County, Okla. 
Cities Service Gas Co., Northeast 
Waynoka Field, Woodward Coun- 


ty, Okla. 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., East 
Boundary Butte Field, Apache 
County, Ariz. 


Panhandle on = Pi 
South Bis Ellis and 
Roger Mills cae Okla. 

a Gas Co., Court House 

District, Lewis County, w. “Fe: 


Stephens County, Okla. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 
Cimarron Plant, ae —_ 
Area, Woodward County, O 
United Gas pen Line Co., ie 
e ortheast F: Panola’ County, 
ex. 


Co., North 
it County, 


N. Mi 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp., *. — Field, Aransas 
County, 

United I ‘Gas Co., South Thron- 
= Field, Jefferson Davis Parish, 


Line Co. 


National Fuels Corp. & Oklahoma 
Natural Gas Gathering Corp., 
on Field, Major County, 
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base 
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Docket No. and 


date filed Applicant Purchaser, field, and location Price per Mef 





. am & Sons, 

.b.a. Texas Pacific Oil 
Co., Post Office Box 747, Dal- 
las, Tex. 75221. 

CR iencccaces Meridian Exploration Co., 904 
A 5-09-68 Milam Bldg., San Antonio, 
Tex. 78205. 

Geochemical Surveys et al... 


Transwestern Pipeline Co., North 
Bluitt Field, Roosevelt County, 
N. Mex. 


Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., East 
Terrell Point Field Area, Goliad 
County, Tex 

. Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., Bisti- 
neau Field, Bienville Parish, La. 

. J & L Oil Corp., Hillcrest Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., 
Heights, Sterling, Colo. Inc., acreage in Logan County, 
80751. Colo. 

John A. Hairford (successor to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., 
E. S. Villines et al.), Post Hugoton Field, Seward County, 
Office Box 594, Hooker, Okla. Kans. 

73945. 


13.5 


Cl68-1282.......... 


Depleted 
B 5-93-68 


(G-13689) 
F 53-48 





1 Purchaser’s facilities are not adequate to receive the gas. 

2? Includes 3 cents per Mcf transportation charge. 

3 Amendment to certificate filed to cover interest of coowner. 

4 Subject to deduction of 1 cent per Mcf until Buyer has recovered the cost of its facilities. 

5 Includes 0.0529095 cent tax reimbursement. 

* Adds acreage acquired from Mobil Oil Corp., Docket No. C166-158. 

? Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

§ Includes 1.190 cents upward B.t.u. adjustment. Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

* Includes 1.19 cents upward B.t.u. adjustment. Subject to upward and downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

1 Amendment to certificate filed to cover interest of coowner and to redesignate rate schedule to read “Operator 
et al”. 

1 Applicant states its willingness to accept permanent certificate containing conditions similar to those imposed 
by Opinion No. 468, as modified by Opinion No. 468-A. 

& Subject to deduction for compression should Buyer compress gas. 

13 Base price of 14 cents per Mef less 0.75 cent dehydration charge. 

™% Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. R1I67-169. 

8 Partially succeeds Livingston Oil Co.'s FPC GRS No. 1. 

% Rate in effect subject to refund in Docket No. RI65-416. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6178; Filed, May 24, 1968; 8:45 a.m.] 
[Docket Nos. RI68-626 etc.] 
HARVEY McLEAN ET AL. 
Order Accepting Contract Amendment, Providing for Hearings on and Suspension of Proposed Changes in Rates ' 


May 17, 1968. 
The above-named Resvondents have tendered for filing proposed changes in presently effective rate schedules for sales 


of natural gas subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission. The proposed changes, which constitute increased rates and 
charges, are designated as follows: 


1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dispose of the several matters herein. 





Effective 
date 
unless 
sus- 
pended 


Cents per Mcf Rate in 
effect sub- 
ject to 
refund in 


docket Nos 


Rate Supple- 
sched- ment 
ule No. No. 


Date 
filing 
tendered 


Amount 
of annual 
increase 


Date 
suspended 
until— 


Respondent Purchaser and producing area Rate in 


Proposed 
effect 


increased 
rate 


Harvey McLean, 1106 
Commercial National 
Bank Bidg., Shreve- 
port, La. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Co., 
Post Office Box 521, 
Tulsa, Okla. 74102, 
Attn 

do.. 


RI68-621.... The Superior Oil Co. 
(Operator) et al., 
Post Office Box 1521, 
Houston, Tex. 77001. 

Mobil Oil Corp., Post 
Office Box 1774, 
Houston, Tex. 77001, 
— R. D. Haworth, 
osq. 


RI68-622...- 


United Gas tg Line Co. 
(Theall Field, Vermilion 
Parish, La.) (South Louisiana). 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp. (Dilworth Dome Field, 
McMullen County, Tex.) (RR. 
District No. 1). 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corp. (San Miguel Creek Field, 
MeMullen County, Tex.) (RR. 
District No. 1). 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Co. (Guymon-Hugoton Area, 
Texas County, Okla.) (Pan- 
handle Area). 

United Gas Pipe Line Co. 
(Theall Field, Vermilion 
Parish, La.) (South Louisiana). 


United Gas Pipe Line Co. 
(Eugene Island Area, Offshore 
Louisiana). 


$2, 393 


23, 059 


8, 605 
1, 685 


4-22-68 


2 5-23-68 


4-24-68 7 


5-25-68 


7 5-25-68 


10-23-68 


10-25-68 


10-25-68 


5 6 20.25 3423.45 


15.2025 ** 16.2160 RI65-219. 


15. 2025 $9 16.2160 RI66-165. 


$47. 


3423. RI65-571. 


78140 4 16, RI68-493. 


7015.75 ¢6 07 16, RI68+493. 


RI68-623.._.. George R. Brown, 1201 
San Jacinto Bldg., 
Houston, Tex. 77002. 

Sinclair Oil & Gas Co. 
(Operator) et al., 


Colorado Interstate Gas Co. naa 
(Keyes Field, Cimarron County, 10 
Okla.) (Panhandle Area). 

Lone Star Gas Co. (East Doyle 
Field, Stephens County, Okla.) 


2 5-23-68 
4-22-68 2 5-23-68 


4-24-48 * 5-25-68 


(Accepted) - .. 
10-23-68 


10-25-68 


wieo 
RI68-624. ._- 16.8 


12, 820 $917.9 


Post Office Box 521, 


Spates Cikte, tae (Oklahoma “‘ Other” Area). 
ulsa, Okla. 74102. 





* The stated effective date is the first day after expiration of the statutory notice. 
Redetermined rate increase. 

* Pressure base is 15.026 p.s.i.a. 

‘ Initial rate. 

* Inclusive of 1.75 cents tax reimbursement. 
The stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. 

* Periodic rate increase. 


* Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 

© Rate subject to downward B.t.u. adjustment from 1,000 B.t.u. Average B.t.u. 
content of the gas sold estimated to be 935 B.t.u.’s per cubic foot. 

\“* Fractured” rate increase. Contractually due 18.2 cents per Mef. 

" Settlement rate in Sinclair’s companywide settlement in Docket Nos. G-9291 
et al. Moratorium on filing increases in excess of the area ceiling expired Sept. 1, 1965. 
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8 Filing completed Apr. 29, 1968. 

4 Includés Agreement dated Mar. 26, 1968, which is the basis for the redetermined 
rate proposed herein. 

15 Inclusive of 1.50 cents tax reimbursement. 

%* From “Fractured”’ rate to contractually provided for renegotiated rate. 

Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

18 Price for gas produced from area in the Federal Domain. 
Le a for gas produced from area subject to the taxing jurisdiction of the State of 

uisiana. 

»® Amendment dated Mar. 19, 1964, provides for 17 cents from Jan. 1, 1964, to Dec. 31, 
1968, with a 1 cent increase for each 5-year period thereafter for the life of the contract. 

31 Renegotiated rate increase. 
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Harvey McLean (McLean) requests 
that his proposed rate increase be per- 
mitted to become effective on May 22, 
1968. George R. Brown (Brown) requests 
an effective date of April 1, 1968, for his 
proposed contract amendment and rate 
increase filing. Good cause has not been 
shown for waiving the 30-day notice re- 
quirement provided in section 4(d) of the 
Natural Gas Act to permit earlier effec- 
tive dates for McLean and Brown’s rate 
filings and such requests are denied. The 
Superior Oil Co. (Operator) et al. (Su- 
perior), request that should the Com- 
mission suspend their proposed rate in- 
crease that it be made effective as soon 
as possible after suspension. Good cause 
has not been shown for granting Su- 
perior’s request for a shortened sus- 
pension period and such request is 
denied. 

Concurrently with the filing of his rate 
increase, Brown submitted a contract 
amendment dated March 19, 1964, desig- 
nated as Supplement No. 5 to Brown’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 16, which 
provides the basis for his proposed rate 
increase. We believe that it would be in 
the public interest to accept for filing 
Brown’s proposed contract amendment 
to become effective on May 23, 1968, the 
expiration date of the statutory notice, 
but not the proposed rate contained 
therein which is suspended as hereinafter 
ordered. 

All of the producers’ proposed in- 
creased rates and charges exceed the ap- 
plicable area price levels for increased 
rates as set forth in the Commission’s 
statement of general policy No. 61-1, as 
amended (18 CFR Ch. I, Part 2, 
§ 2.56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) Good cause has been shown for ac- 
cepting for filing Brown’s contract 
amendment dated March 19, 1964, desig- 
nated as Supplement No. 5 to Brown’s 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 16, and for 
permitting such supplement to become 
effective on May 23, 1968, the expiration 
date of the statutory notice. 

(2) It is necessary and proper in the 
public interest and to aid in the enforce- 
ment of the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the Commission enter upon 
hearings concerning the lawfulness of 
the proposed changes, and that the 
above-designated rate supplements be 
suspended and the use thereof deferred 
as hereinafter ordered (except for the 
supplement set forth in paragraph (1) 
above). 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Brown’s contract amendment 
dated March 19, 1964, designated as Sup- 
plement No. 5 to Brown’s FPC Gas Rate 
Schedule No. 16, is accepted for filing 
and permitted to become effective on 
May 23, 1968, the date of expiration of 
the statutory notice. 

(B) Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 
4 and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
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of practice and procedure, and the regu- 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR Ch. I), public hearings shall be 
held upon dates to be fixed by notices 
from the Secretary concerning the law- 
fulness of the proposed increased rates 
and charges contained in the above-des- 
ignated rate supplements (except the 
supplement set forth in paragraph (A) 
above). 

(C) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup- 
plements are hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi- 
cated in the above “Date Suspended Un- 
til” column, and thereafter until such 
further time as they are made effective 
in the manner prescribed by the Natu- 
ral Gas Act. 

(D) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis- 
posed of or until the periods of suspen- 
sion have expired, unless otherwise or- 
dered by the Commission. 

(E) Notices of intervention or peti- 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before July 5, 1968. 


By the Commission. 
[SEAL] GORDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6179; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RI68-460, etc.] 


CHAMPLIN PETROLEUM CO. AND 
MOBIL OIL CORP. 


Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates; Correction 

May 15, 1968. 
In order providing for hearings on and 
suspension of proposed changes in rates, 
issued February 21, 1968 and published 

in the FEDERAL ReEGIsTeR March 1, 1968 

(F.R. Doc. 68-2448) , 33 F.R. 3658, Docket 

Nos. RI68—460 et al., Appendix A, Dock- 

et No. RI68—-463, Mobil Oil Corp., under 

column headed ‘Purchaser and Produc- 
ing Area” change “(RR. District No. 

2)” to read “(RR. District No. 8)”. 

GorDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6231; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. RI68-178, etc.] 


WILLIAM HERBERT HUNT TRUST 
ESTATE AND PAN AMERICAN 
PETROLEUM CORP. 


Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rates; Correction 

May 15, 1968. 
In order providing for hearings on and 
suspension of proposed changes in rates, 
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issued October 20, 1967 and published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER October 31, 1967 
(F.R. Doc. 67-12701), 32 F.R. 15031, 
Docket No. RI68-178 et al,, Appendix A, 
Docket No. RI68-186, Pan American 
Petroleum Corp.: Under column headed 
“Purchaser and Producing Area” (Op- 
posite Supplement No. 8 to Pan Ameri- 
can’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 275) 
change “N. Lansing Field” to read 
“Whelan Field”. 
GoRDON M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-6232; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 am.] ~ 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


FIRST AT ORLANDO CORP. 


Order Approving Application Under 
Bank Holding Company Act 


In the matter of the application of 
First at Orlando Corp., Orlando, Fla., for 
approval of acquisition of 80 percent or 
more of the voting shares of The First 
National Bank of Leesburg, Leesburg, 
Fla. 

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to section 3(a) (3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act of 
1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) and § 222.3 
(a) of Federal Reserve Regulation Y (12 
CFR 222.3(a)), an application by First 
at Orlando Corp., Orlando, Fla., for the 
Board’s prior approval of acquisition of 
80 percent or more of the voting shares 
of The First National Bank of Leesburg, 
Leesburg, Fla. 

As required by section 3(b) of the Act, 
the Board notified the Comptroller of the 
Currency of the application and re- 
quested his views and recommendation. 
The Comptroller recommended approval 
of the application. 

Notice of receipt of the application was 
published in the FEpERAL REGISTER on 
January 20, 1968 (33 F.R. 775) , providing 
an opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views with respect 
to the proposal. A copy of the application 
was forwarded to the US. Department of 
Justice for its consideration. Time for 
filing comments and views has expired 
and all those received have been con- 
sidered by the Board. 

It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s statement’ of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved; Provided, That the 
acquisition so approved shall not be con- 
summated (a) before the 30th calendar 
day following the date of this order or 
(b) later than 3 months after the date 
of this order unless such period is ex- 
tended for good cause by the Board or 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
pursuant to delegated authority. 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, or to the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
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Dated at Washington, D.C., this 20th 
day of May 1968. 


By order of the Board of Governors.’ 


[SEAL] ROBERT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6233; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


SMALL BUSINESS — 
ADMINISTRATION 


[Delegation of Authority No. 30-6 (South- 
western Area); Disaster No. 663] 


MANAGER, DISASTER BRANCH 
OFFICE, MIDLAND, TEX. 


Delegations of Authority Regarding 
Financial Assistance Functions 


I. Pursuant to the authority delegated 
to the Area Administrator, by Delegation 
of Authority No. 30 (Rev. 12), 32 F.R. 179, 
dated January 7, 1967, and Amendment 
1, 32 F.R. 8113, dated June 6, 1967, there 
is hereby redelegated to the Manager, 
Disaster Branch Office, Midland, Tex., 
the following authority: 

A. Financial assistance. 1. To approve 
or decline disaster direct and immediate 
participation loans up to the total SBA 
shares of $20,000 per household for 
repairs or replacement of the home 
and/or not to exceed an additional 
$10,000 allowable for household goods 
and personal items, but in no event may 
the money loaned exceed $25,000 for a 
single disaster on home loans, and 
$100,000 on disaster business loans except 
to the extent of refinancing of a previous 
SBA disaster loan. To approve or decline 
disaster Guaranteed Loans in amounts 
of total loan not exceeding $350,000. 

2. To execute loan authorizations for 
Washington, area and regional office 
approved loans and disaster loans ap- 
proved under delegated authority, said 
execution to read as follows: 


(Name) , Administrator, 


Disaster Branch Office. 


3. To cancel, reinstate, modify, and 
amend authorizations for disaster loans 
approved under delegated authority. 

4. To disburse unsecured disaster loans. 

5. To extend the disbursement period 
on disaster loan authorizations or un- 
disbursed portions of disaster loans. 

Il. The authority delegated herein may 
not be redelegated. 

III. All authority delegated herein may 
be exercised by an SBA _ employee 
designated as Acting Manager of the 
Disaster Branch Office. 


Effective date: May 13, 1968. 


AGNEs E. EASTHAM, 
Acting Area Administrator, 
Dallas, Tex. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6237; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] ; 


* Voting for this action: Chairman Martin, 
and Governors Robertson, Daane, Maisel, 
Brimmer, and Sherrill. Absent and not vot- 
ing: Governor Mitchell. 


FEDERAL 


NOTICES 


[Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 669] 
TEXAS 
Declaration of Disaster Loan Area 


Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of May 1968, because 
of the effects of certain disasters, damage 
resulted to residences and business prop- 
erty located in Harris County, in the 
State of Texas; 

Whereas, the Small Business Adminis- 
tration has investigated and received 
other reports of investigations of condi- 
tions in the area affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that 
the conditions in such area constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act, as amended. 

Now, therefore, as Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration, I hereby 
determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans under 
the provisions of section 7(b) (1) of the 
Small Business Act, as amended, may be 
received and considered by the office 
below indicated from persons or firms 
whose property, situated in the aforesaid 
county, and areas adjacent thereto, suf- 
fered damage or destruction resulting. 
from floods occurring from May 10 
through May 13, 1968. 


OFFICE 


Small Business Administration Regional 
Office, 808 Travis Street, Houston, Tex. 
77002. 


2. Applications for disaster loans under 
the authority of this declaration will not 
be accepted subsequent to November 30, 
1968. 


Dated: May 20, 1968. 


Rosert C. Moor, 
Administrator. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6238; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Nos. 17000 Part 4, 18458] 
PETROLEUM AND PRODUCTS 


General Investigation 


May 15, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that the mem- 
ber carriers of the below-named freight 
bureaus, through the chairmen listed 
in connection therewith, have filed a 
petition for waiver of Rule 101(e) of the 
general rules of practice (49 CFR 
1100.101(e)) to permit the acceptance 
of a late-filed petition for modification 
of the outstanding orders in these pro- 
ceedings. A petition for modification was 
filed in connection therewith. The car- 
riers are members of: The Illinois 
Freight Association (H. R. Johnson) , The 
Southwestern Freight Association (B. B. 
Bowers), The Southwestern Freight 
Bureau (B. B. Bowers), The Southwest- 
ern Freight Bureau (A. B. Strunk), The 
Traffic Executive Association—Eastern 
Railroads (C. S. Baxter), and The 
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Western Trunk Line Committee (R. E. 
Barr). 

The petition for modification of the 
outstanding orders in these proceedings 
seeks to change the ratemaking basis to 
the mileage scale approved in Docket No. 
28300, from Southwestern and Western 
Trunk Line territories to Official terri- 
tory, including the establishment of ad- 
ditional minimum weights. 

Any persons interested in any of the 
matters in the petition, may, on or be- 
fore 30 days from the publication of this 
notice in the FepERAL RecisTer, file re- 
plies thereto. An original and 15 copies 
of such replies are required by the Com- 
mission and they must show service of 
two copies upon each of the chairmen 
of the above-named freight bureaus. 

Notice of the filing of the petitions is 
hereby given by publication in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER. 


[SEAL] H. Nett GARSON, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6245; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 143] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


May 22, 1968. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
1132), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s 
special rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its 
disposition. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70349. By order of May 
16, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to James R. Kent and Gil- 
bert Kent, Jr., doing business as Kent 
Bros. Transportation, Marsing and 
American Falls, Idaho, of the operating 
rights in Certificates Nos. MC-—127129 
(Sub-No. 4), MC-127129 (Sub-No. 5) 
and MC-127129 (Sub-No. 8) issued June 
16, 1967, June 16, 1967, and April 10, 1967, 
to Avery Trucking Co., Inc., Post Office 
Box 8164, Boise, Idaho 83707, authoriz- 
ing the transportation of: Stone, from 
Park Valley, Utah, to points in Idaho; 
General commodities, except household 
goods, between points in Idaho; and be- 
tween Wrangell and Petersburg, Alaska, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Idaho, Oregon, Washington, 
California, Nevada, Utah, and Montana. 
William F. Ringert, 503 Idaho Building, 
Boise, Idaho 83701, attorney for 
transferee. 

No. MC-FC-70405. By order of May 16, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Tomlin Transportation Co., 
@ corporation, Casper, Wyo., of the 
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operating rights in certificate No. MC- 
114466 (Sub-No. 1) issued June 20, 1960, 
to Frank Woodrow, doing business as 
Western Transport Service, Sidney, 
Nebr., authorizing the transportation of 
refined petroleum products (except 
liquefied petroleum gases), in bulk, from 
Arkansas City, El Dorado, Augusta, 
Wichita, McPherson, and Potwin, Kans., 
to Mitchell, Hemingford, Melbeta, Bull 
Canyon, Grant, Ogallala, Big Spring, 
Lisco, Scottsbluff, Alliance, Berea, Potter, 
Chappell, Sidney, and Kimball, Nebr., 
with no transportation for compensation 
on return except as otherwise authorized; 
from Augusta, Kans., to Dickens, Nebr., 
from all refinery and distribution points 
in Wyoming to Melbeta, Morrill, Bayard, 
Mitchell, and Bridgeport, Nebr., and of 
petroleum products (except liquefied 
petroleum gases), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from all refinery and distribu- 
tion points in Wyoming to Lisco, 
Venango, North Platte, Sutherland, 
Roscoe, Paxton, Broadwater, Alliance, 
and South Bayard, Nebr., and Julesburg, 
Colo., with no transportation for com- 
pensation on return except as otherwise 
authorized. Robert S. Stauffer, 1510 East 
20th Street, Cheyenne, Wyo. 82001, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70433. By order of May 17, 
rs68, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Lambert’s Moving & Storage, 
Inc., Connersville, Ind., of the operating 
rights in certificates Nos. MC—102679, and 
MC-102679 (Sub-No. 1) issued Decem- 
ber 27, 1951, and January 26, 1953, respec- 
tively, to Gilbert D. Lambert, doing busi- 
ness as Lambert’s Auction, Connersville, 
Ind., authorizing the transportation of: 
household goods, as defined in Practices 
of Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, over irregular 
routes, between Muncie, Ind., and points 
within 15 miles of Muncie, and between 
Connersville, Ind., and 25 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Illinois, Kentucky, Michigan, and 
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Ohio. Walter F. Hones, 601 Chamber of 
Commerce Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC—FC-70434. By order of May 20, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to David G. Bunjer, Colton, 
S. Dak. 57018, of the certificate of regis- 
tration in No. MC-97569 (Sub-No. 2) 
issued May 5, 1965, to Marvin Berge, 
Colton, S. Dak. 57018, authorizing the 
transportation of property, within the 
State of South Dakota. 

No. MC-FC-70444. By order of May 17, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Librado Pina, Laredo, Tex., of 
the operating rights in certificate Nos. 
MC-108085, MC-108085 (Sub-No. 2), and 
MC-108085 (Sub-No. 3), issued Novem- 
ber 18, 1947, April 10, 1951, and July 8, 
1952, respectively, to Isoura Gutierrez, 
doing business as Victory Transfer Co., 
Laredo, Tex., authorizing transportation 
service in interstate or foreign commerce, 
over irregular routes, of general com- 
modities, except those of unusual value, 
dangerous explosives, household goods as 
defined in 17 M.C.C. 467, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip- 
ment, between Laredo, Tex., and points 
and places in Texas within 5 miles of 
Laredo, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, the bounary of the United States 
and Mexico at Laredo, Tex.; general com- 
modities, with the usual exceptions, be- 
tween the boundary of the United States 
and Mexico at Brownsville, Tex., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Port Isabel, 
the Port of Brownsville, Brownsville, and 
Boca Chica, Tex., and commodities of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, other 
than liquids, and commodities which 
require special equipment because of size 
or weight, between Laredo, Tex., and 
points in Texas within 5 miles of Laredo, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, the 
boundary of the United States and Mex- 
ico, at Laredo, Tex. Austin L. Hatchell, 


1102 Perry Brooks Building, Austin, Tex, 
78701, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70445. By order of May 17, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Paul Mahoney, doing busi- 
ness as Schleswig Transfer, Schleswig, 
Iowa 51461, of the operating rights in 
certificate No. MC-—96375, issued Octo- 
ber 8, 1953, to Paul Mahoney and Vern 
Hamer, doing business as Schleswig 
Transfer, Schleswig, Iowa 51461, author- 
izing transportation service in interstate 
or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes of feed, seeds, straw, agricultural 
implements and parts, coal, petroleum 
products, in containers, fence, fencing 
materials, lumber, and building mate- 
rials, from Omaha, Nebr., to Schleswig, 
Iowa, and points within 10 miles of 
Schleswig, with no transportation for 
compensation on return except as other- 
wise authorized, and livestock, between 
Schleswig, Iowa, and points within 10 
miles of Schleswig, on the one hand, and 
on the other Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC-FC-70448. By order of May 17, 
1968, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to Brander Bus Lines, Inc., 
Rehoboth, Mass., of the operating rights 
in certificate No. MC-35882, issued 
April 22, 1942, to Interstate Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc., Taunton, Mass., authoriz- 
ing transportation service in interstate 
or foreign commerce of passengers and 
their baggage, and express and news- 
papers, in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, over regular routes, between 
Providence, R.I., and Plymouth, Mass., 
between Taunton, Mass., and Brockton, 
Mass., with service to all intermediate 
points and specified off-route points. 
Russell B. Curnett, 36 Circuit Drive, 
Edgewood Station, Providence, R.I. 02905, 
attorney for applicants. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-6246; Filed, May 24, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—MAY 


The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during May. 


Page 


EXECUTIVE ORDERS: 


8647 (see PLO 4417) 

11183 (amended by EO 11410)_ 6911 
11248 (amended by EO 11409)_ 6601 
11394 (amended by EO 11411)" 7145 


PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS OTHER 
THAN PROCLAMATIONS AND 
EXECUTIVE ORDERS: 

Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 


Page 


4 CFR 


PROPOSED RULES: 


Page 


7 CFR—Continued 


6971, 7229 
6973 
6973 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 103—-SATURDAY, MAY 25, 1968 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


7 CFR—Continved Page | 12 CFR—Continued 18 CFR—Continued 


6809, 7067, 7440, 7717 | proposep RULES: PROPOSED RULES: 
7440, 7564, 7565 


6603, 6811 
7077, 7111 


6855, 
7019, 7073, 7110, 7298, 7486, 7566 
6772 
6645, 


7324, 7684, 7720 
6967 
6861 


6708-6710, 6859, 6913-6917, 7019, 6862-6865, 7077, 7232 


6653 
6653, 6967, 7111, 7489, 7720 
6 


7020, 7231, 7232, 7299, 7566, 7669, 
7717-1719. 
6917, 7669, 7719 


6 
6710, 6917 6867, 6868, 7112, 7324, 7684, 7685 
6856, 7623 1077 


7147 1324, 7721 

6773, 6918, 7020, 7300, 7670 7490, 7722 
6772 

6645, 7315 


6722, 6881, 6882, 6937-6940, 7042- ro 
7045, 7258-7260, 7329-7331, 7581, 977, 7456 


7119 
7696-7698, 7726, 7727. 7328, 7498 


6977, 7516 
6713, 7576 


7157, 7243 


6810, 7486, 7487, 7566, 7567, 7569 
6860, 7111, 7149, 7488, 7489, 7720 
PROPOSED RULES: 


6655, 7490 
7081, 7112 


7230, 7485 
7231 
7231, 7485 





FEDERAL REGISTER 


Page | 43 CFR—Continued 
Proposep RuLEs—Continued 


7152, 7153 | 


73 6 
6669, 7120, 7157, 7158, 7583, 7586 = 
4 


6711, 7629) 
6771, 7436 9 











